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PART II—Section 3—fiub-sectioii (ii) 


MKd 4ii4iU ^ tjiimijlf (njT 4niei<j i*il )BPT Jii^l 3fn^?r sftr 

Statutory Orders and Notiltcations Issued by die Ministries of tbe Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of I>ercnce> 


ftfli gAr ^aira u^nti 

(ftiftr mid Brant) 

fi 3008 

2666—24-07-2008 (antt?^) 
1*1 tpl. mr *tFrr ^ ^3wnt -*11 (|H^ 'tlttl ^ 

SPR ^ I?4l'l*i4 mI'KR f I 

[m 18 (8)/2007-^=iIFfe] 

tpr. SI*! flRjci ij,*i RilV del IB'OH 

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Department of Legal Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 3tli September, 2008 

S.O. 2666j—^The President is pleased tv accept the 
resignation of Shri M. Chandrasekharan, as Additional 
Solicitor General of India in the Supreme Gojrl of India 
weJ. 24-07-2008 (AN) 

(F. No. !eC8y2007-Jud1.] 
M A. KHAN YUSUnjt. Secy,& Ugal Adviser 


^ 16 2008 
Bnatr. 2667 —t(s yfetti RfFir, 1973 
( 1974 ^ 2) ^ W 24 ( 1) SKI iKrl ^ir<M*iJ mr 

^ 

WfhTT^I t?i^, anftR*W3fif -dIstlleRl ^ 

iflRt tri ^ HuhI ftHFl ril *hiqlr1q JtTt TH 

fet^* nrlt T(ffe^ Hi*tcil[ lid'tn fe 

'tir«<6' Si’ll tI, 'ills'll aStr 

ttlOia ^ K.’*! ^ ^ fey. 

in si "if rtl 'jjici't ^ 

^ 31dT Piy’W *11011 % ini TT^Sft (nfl<r 

^VTTiPT 4il4W 3^* wffd ^TirflHIUI 'Rl^, 

3fT^ ^ ^ ^'3?R fll^ felt rpi^ 

)R4iK’^'RF?frl5raFTTn4il4(4i|^i^6E 

^ ^TO3tPI #1 i 

(^. H, 23 (2)^2008-^.] 
riTT. T(, ^ Tifef Ittfl* ^ranRiR 


3467012008 


(5379) 
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New DeJhi, the I Uh September, 2008 

^0,2667 .—In e^c/csse of the powers inferred by 
Sub-section (]) ol Scttion 24 ol the Code of C^riminal 
Pnocedure, 1973 (2 ^^74}^ the CtJfltral C*oveniniem J^ereby 

appoints S=^'Shri K^iv Paiif ^feghii^hyam K. Kocharckar 
and Sandeep Kashindth Shindy, Advocares as Addiiionai 
Public Pniscculor for the purposeorconductm^ a)I cnminal 
casci inchiding criminal writ pctiliorts, criminal appeals, 
criininal revisions, criminal references and criminal 
applications b> or against the Union of Indb or any 
Dcpartincnr or Ctfice of (he Central Govemincn!. in the 
t ligh Court of Judicamre Mumbai, with effect from the 
<iaTe of publication of This notification in the Official Ga/jctte, 
jot a period o i one year or untiI further orders, wh(chcver is 
earlier, subject to ihe condition that S/Shri Rajiv Paiif 
Meghashyam K. Kodiarekar and Snndetrp Kashinath 
Shinde. Advocates, sliaN not appear against the Union of 
India or my Dcparlirrenl or Office of the Central 
Government in any criminal case relcmed to above, in the 
High Court of Judicature a[ Mumbai during the period of 
hh appointiritrnt. 

fF.No.23(3);20US.Jiidl.l 
M.A, KHAN YUSUF! Jf Secy, lit Legal Adviser 
^ [6 feff^p 2t>0S 

^.-arr. 36^8 —^ 
I9^i5 (i9S5 ^6[) ^ m\ 3f) ^ 
MM ^ Tjfs?r??T 7^ 1973 { 1974 ^ 3) ^ MTQ 24 
^ ^yrtT [S> ^ 7^^ 

ITMT {Vft ^ H|H dl ^ WttI lot 'f ^ 

pm t ^ ^ 

MR?r ^ MT ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

23 t2)/2(W 

T^. K. ^ ^ 

New Delhi. The Ifith September, 300S 
S,0. 2698.—in exorcise oftht? powers confcircd-by 
sub-scclion (8) of Section 24 the Code of Criininal 
Procedure, 1*773 (2 of 1974), read with Section 36 of the 
Narcoric Drugs and Psychotropic Sub^^tances Act, 1985 
(61 of 19851, the Central Gmcmment hereby appoinis of 
Shri G. N. Sriiiiviisan, Advocate as Special Public 
Prosectitor, for the ptir 7 T^?je of conducting all criininsl 
cases of OirccTOrate of Rnroneement. Central Bureau of 
Investigation, Narcotics Conlrol I3ureau and cuher 
agencies belhre £he iligb Court of Bombay al Mumbai 
wi(h rrnTTiedialceflccl fora period of one-y car or undl further 


[P/tRT II—SK’.3(ii}] 

order whichever is earlier, subject to the condition that 
Shri G N Srinivasan, Advocate shall not appear against 
ihc Union of India or any Department or Office of the 
Centraf Gov'emmefiT in any criminal ca.se tefemsd to above 
in the High Court orjudicaiure at Mumbai during the peri^td 
of his appointment. 

[KNo.23(2y2008-Jud!.J 
Mr A. KJIAM YGSUPL Jt. Sety. IvCgal Adviser 
16 2098 

2669—^ NPdn^l 1973 

(1974 ^ 2J ^ MITT 24 {ij TI^ 

^ irain ^ ^ f^JtrT M MlTfT Tm 

^ Ttm^' fe ^=TTf^^. 

^fi^¥i ^flT 3T[^^ 

^ w^Fri'f ^Vt ^ ^ f^rr^ ^ aip, m mWI . 

^ 3f!TTT 3TfM 41 Ji ^ ^ M ’Pr^jfVn ^ 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ -arTT ^ ^ 

M^TT TT ^ MT 71, ^ ^ TF^ ^ 

^ f-Jiri-^ ^JTR tiMVl, ^frfV^-wr.TT^ 

^ f^ilWlPd 3T^'^^TTn 

^rT TTM ^ TF^TTf ^ t^T f^MFT tn fdb^ 

^ ^ FPi f 

L^. ^T- 23 (2]/2p0H-^. ] 
T^. I, tnf^q ^rflT’f^rftr TTWFMjTT 

Now Delhi, the I bth September^ 2008 

SrO. 2669_—In exercise of the powers conteired by 
sub-scciit>n (1} of Scciion 2-1 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (2 of I974j, the Centriil Government 
hereby extends the term of appomtnienl of Shri Jsicndra R. 
Solankl, Advocate as Addiiional Public Prosecutor for the 
purpose of conducting all uriminal cases including criminal 
wr'it petitions, criminal apped^in criminal revisions, criminaf 
references and criininal applications by or against the Union 
of India or any Depanment or Office, of the Ceniral 
Government, in the Fiigh Court of Judicature a[ Mumbai, 
wiEh immediate efTect for a further period of one-year or 
until fiinher orders, whichever is earlier, subject to Ihc 
condition that Shri Jitendra R. Sulanki, Advocalc, shaJF noi 
appear aj^ainst the Union of India or any Depamnent or 
Gffice of the Central Govcmrjtvnt in any critni rial case neftrircd 
to above, inth-el iigh Court ot Judicature at Mumbai during 
the extended period o( one yesr. 

[KNu.23(2);'2008-Judi.J 
M.A. KHAN VUSUFlJt. Secy, &Ug^l Adviser 

H^n tlVH ’■TTRW 

afr* f^vm > 

13 2[m 

5iTT+ 2670.—TTT^TTt 

]9A(y ( (94(--. ^-^triwT R 35) ^ 
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^ 6 ^ jfm 'ifer (JRT 5(i) sin wr TiftsNf 
m 7)5*r w^, ^ (^l^), 

^ 2843 'fl«-Tft-3-2O08-15 ($9) ^/08 

4 2008 "SRI UM (JtH y^?| 4H4ili ^ ^ 

($60 fllW)^ 

artMPraH R 45), ^ NW 489-^, 489-^, 124'!^ 1?ar 420 
357358^2007^«1«ft^a(ORWf3^h 

TPfRf, 5'^hwif ^ t|£^V( 4*41 4^ #<b44IK ^ 

?iHif 3fPr 

fill? fe# ^ ^ ^fCw^T 

3^|t 3lft|^5lfclJ ^ ‘IF’C't 51^ ^ f I 

Eli 22S/69/2008r^T^^^.-tl] 
^ SI4>I^I, 3W7 +(f*iq 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL PliBUC GRIEVANCES 
AND PENSIONS 

(DepK(tinriitqrP«r$Qnii«l RHcf Training) 

New Delhi, the 1 Sth September, 2008 

SiCX 2670.—In exercise ofthe powers confeired by 
sub* section (I) of Section 5 read with Section 6 or the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 
of 1946), the Central Government with the con$eni of the 
Slate Government of Uttar Pradesh, Home {PpI ice) Seclk)n-3 
videNotificalionNo. 2843P/€-P-3'2008H 5 <59> P/D8 dated 
4th August, 2008, hereby extends the powers and 
Jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of the Stale of Uttar Pradesh 
for bvesttgalion ofCase Clime Nos. 3S7and 358/2007 under 
sections 489^D, 489-C, 124-A and 420 of the Indian Penal 
Code, IS60(Act No, 45 of (860) registered at Police Station 
Chharra, District Aligarh and attempts, abetments and 
conspiracies in relation to or in connection with the offence 
mentioned above any other offence or offences committed 
in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the 
same facts. 

[No. 22S/69«200S-AVD'II] 
CHANDRA PR A K ASH, Under Secy. 

15 r+ld«H, 2008 

2671,—Renl 
5^^«IPHF3qWltm. 1946 (l946'aiT3lf*lPraRlf. 25)^ 
tlRT 6 TlWlfed ^ 5 ^ 44t|HI ( I) ?ni IRrT Tlf^rRlf 
<(*i Tar 3I^?I TPI +Kh»K, ij? C UPH-H ), T3®S-3 

3259-^(2)/6-’^-3-200(8-15 (61) it/2008 
B 3Pn?t, 2008 5I7T iS IfflWII, 1866 C1860 ^ 
3ifiiPppT^, 45),^tiRi489-it afk 489-#,^ TIPI "glTra 
tiw ^SIRit if ^ C1) tmw 252A)8, 

I860 (IS60^3lWTlRU45)^tlTO489-it 
489“-'?lt, ?IT?f [[fHH i 

(2) »IRNTR 557/08 1860(1860^ 


45) wt t|Rr409,489-it^41i9-lft^'(lf(I 
3it» (3) wn 571/08 alh 39^ wtTuJ ^ 

3ig^ ^ aierar^ TVlJffe# aitp apratr 
STWfl 9tT ^ Itolh Vnri'Ti flP 

^tPflnT 3ik siRi-wRiii 

9? ^ I 

[It 22(t/32/2008-^*1^t,*l1J 
^ IRtllT, 3197 trf'n* 
New Delhi, the I Sth September. 2008 

SxO, 1671,—In exercise of the ptswert cortfcrrcd by 
sub- section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of iho 
Delhi Special Polite Fslablishmenl Act. J946(Act No, 25 
of 1946), the Centra! Ocveminenii with the tmacni of the 
State Government of Uttar Pradesh, Home (Police) 
Section-3 vide Notificati^ No. 32591* (2)/V[-P-.3-200K-15 
(61) P^20OB dafed Bth .August. 2008. hereby extends (he 
powers and jurisdiction of the members of t(ic Dellir 
Special Police Lstablishment to the whole of the Stale of 
Uttar Pradesh for investigation of (J) Ca,sc Crime N,v. 
252/08 under sections 489-0 and 4894Z:, of the Indian 
Penal Code, 1860 (Ad No. 45 oM 860) rcgistcmd hi Police 
Station GRP Lucitnow, (Z)Casi: Crime No. ,557/08 under 
sections 4 89-B and 489^ of the tndian Penal Code. 186(i 
(Act No. 45 of I860) registered at Police SitiHon 
Dumariaganj, SiddhBrthnagnrand(3)CascCriir.eNo. 57 1 , 
06undersci:tions409.489-B and 4S9-C of the 1 nd lan 1 ’cnal 
Code, 1860 (Act N 0.45 of1860) registered at Police Station 
Dumarlaganj, Siddharthnagarand altcnipls, abetments and 
conspiracies in relaition to or in connection with the afToLicc 
mentioned above and any other ottcncc or offences 
comniitted in the course ofihe same transaction or arising 
out of the same facts, 

|No,228/72'20nS'AVI>ll) 
CHANDRA PRAKASII, Under Secy. 

151 ^^!^^. urn 

3I|Th 2672,— 

25 ) ^ 

^ 6 ^ NTTT 5 ^ WHTT ( 1 ) 5^^ ^ITtT TifeP# 

H^Vp (^Pd^H) J 

^ li 2936-1^(2 -2m -15 ( 59) ^/2n(>H 

R'li'ti 12 20nilH ERT "StR +it*K Menffi 

^ ^JPTT ^ 

1860 ( 1H60 ^ 45 ), ^ 4J?^J 

4S9-^p ^ ^ amN R 12K ^ 

^ a;npnff ^ ^ ^ Sffaw 

HhoiT, ’5^7^ ^ ‘cT^n ^ 

^ i^^rFTi ^ ^ 
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[Par-i i[ Sl-l- 3fii)| 


5i<l2 

Tnfew r • w\ t7»fn w tfp ^ 

i ; 

[^. 22K/?4.'2<V)'< ■T?W !1 J 

SI=r-l?!, ■jrf€|^ 

rViE,i f'ii> j.Stti StijjK’inii.t. 

S.i power's ^^■o^iby 

■.ii!?-scc<jC!i : 0 ; r S:(;TLur 5 rt;iiJ ^vilh [' 

jVIhSSpc;' ! ■ ;. A'r^'^ibii^ha'.e;?!^A ce, ] N;>. 2:5 

1^1' ■ sb ■ ■: : .r.nit O.i’icrr^ment ivtrh [he cniT^^:i:T a^ tlie 
■ vi-Tii tM'i.hTLiv Pi'jdejih, Home (Pphce) 

■ vid-; isorilicationKo 2^2m2yV\-\^-^-2(\Q$-\^0^) 
P/ 200 ii -: iiLv "! 'EhA i.;^li>[, hiirtin ihc: powers 

and j:.r^ ihe Tni;mbt;rj^ ci[' ihc Delhi 

Speci:^t r;i:(Licii«hmcm lo whole oi :he Stare of 

IJtr.^r i-radesh for iiriesfi^alioin cif Case Crime No. 
l 2 Sl.::-.-:A = G-■■ a 3 id 4 S 9 -C ofThc Ind™ 

PenaN ^r-. = . A-. f No. 4 ^ of IS 60 ) registered at f^olice 

Statioi? ■■. ir'. :’. Ciiy, Diilrici BijnuL- rind alleiiipls. 
abctrrjr.-:'.- ■■■’. ■.:ii:^pirac[es m relation to or m E;o 3 inetLi<?n 
wilh th^' osn-i.v ■ inenttoned above arsd any oilier otYenee 
or ofli. oorivuittcd in fhc tourse of rfie same t^^rtsactioi] 

D 3 ari.s.(!i^ iinl Ol ^hc. same tacts. 

[No.2ZSv-74.=2(HiS-AVD41J 
CNA>-r:t;A PR AKA SR Undt^ Secy. 
ZOOS 

2673 

-g^-fETN^ 3Tfiri^^ V)A6 C 25) ^ 

*IKr ^ TTT^^ hPc^O I4T71 5 ( I ) ^ITI 

^ 

twn ^ ^1. f^TI^ 12 3F1T^. 

^RT Tp^T tf4H tf'n IK ^ ^ <.! 

^ ^ ^ ^-Tmr ^ 

■Fit! SlPteirl 

^ ■?'T-^i ■ii'T^E ^ ^TN ^ ^ 

^nf^' ^ ^ i^HK ^ITR c>L|f^ ^ 

RWl 

^i 'jficT ^ 3r-^i?nT ^ 

T? ^hfi^ ^ ttjr^ TioWfn 

oltR^ ^ ^ irri. ^RTRT. ^^re^^-zoomil ^ 

f?R?mrT Ti. f^Rt^ 

]7-0f>- Z0ns ^ 71?^ ^TITTfPT ^ ■?Tfen. ] }46f^ ( ^ 

3^Tfy^^ 7f. 4? ^ ^ 4S^-^. 4 Si^-'RT ] 20 

^ 3?^fPT ^ 

■3rT^ rim ^ 3^2^! 

■ 3 ^ RETf ^ ^ 5fmrtT ^ 

^ ■ferit f^rffR ^ rr 


^iSWirY RR T:ff^pZIT^ ^^TTRT TT^ 

RT RRtTT t I 

l^^:. ZZW7(>;Z()0S-T^1^-]|J 
SJRR71. 

New Dellii. die I fdi ScpEcinhc]-. ZOOK 

S.O. 2673.—Iji exctx isc: ijt'tlic powei'i tonfurced tiy 
5Lib-seet[on (1) of Seoiion !> read w illi SecEioti b of ike 
Delhi Spotidl PoliL'L-I.Mah!ishniL-nt AcE. l046fAti No. 2f 
of I04(>). the Ceniva! CihS^erun-iciis with ihc conscEit of Ehe 
State Gove rumen L ol' Wcsl Beng:;l. Horne (E^oliUcah 
Depart men I vide NniEificntioji No. S%-P S. diarod IZLii 
August 2008, hereby extends ihe powers and Jurisdictioii 
of the niemher soft fie Delln i^pL^ial l^oliet iistabtisfiiTicrd la 
the whole of tlie Slaie oi 'A'esi Bengal for invostigaLioo ol' 
the case relating to seiyure of hake Indian Currents Nolen, 
ofRs. 28j 38. 5fK> effetied on Kbf>-ZOOS by Ehe Direeioraic 
of Revenue [ntcliigcnL c. Kolkar:^ from Ehe possession of 
one Moharnanad Saniirndklir] and his wile An/uniLin Sjinir 
who emflred India from BniigiaJcsh viu Iknapolo-F^etrapole 
land border alongwith [wo bags and two trolley bags whieh 
had been handed twei lw one Yakub of Dhaka iind can ied 
by Ehcm and meant to be <]e live red lo one Kumar ul Howri^h. 
against whom CeEUml Burouti of luvc'JEigaEion. New Dolln 
received complaint for initiating legal action under Indian 
Pena] Code fioin the DictelojaLc of Revenue li3tcllEgeuce, 
Kolkfita, Zonal Dnil 8.3 Io Cfii Minb Sarani, JCo3kiiEa-70W01 
vide Complaint No. DRT F, No. *?2.-'KOL'Z<)()K (f^V^K.n dated 
17-6-2008, for [fieit imuJulent acts and an\- other public 
servants or persons, m reiaiiLiri to said offences under 
SettLOns4B9'Ii^484-C read \Mih I 2U RofEht; Indian Penal 
Code, 1S60 (Act No 45 of 1860) and any other cfTcnces 
committed in ih? course of the saEue traniaction of emerging 
out of Ihi? same faci^ or facLs in relation 10 aforesaid 
seizure. 

[No 228:76=-2008-AVr>!l| 
Cil.AM.^RA FRAKASH. Under Scc>=. 
^ 1^^. 10 ftr;TT^, 2nf>W 

gjr.affT. 2674- -fTWR 311^ ’¥Tf^, [^>73 

< 1974"^ ^ ^TTU 24 ISIfiTH-EfTn (8) ^ 

^ 3r)TTT 37W irq ^ TfF 
^ Wj? '<^1 ^ 

(^,3T.4^ } ^ TTfelfT BET#' ^ 3TfB7^^ ‘fl^n 
JHTl51/^tliPT 'BFTTc’iB B ii41(J( , "JBTT^PI 3TTT f*# 
3T^ BT TBB ymfW 3BB 

^ ^'^im ^TB # frBtf #1^ ^ < 5.4 B 

Prg^ ^iTTf t I 


[ Bi 22141 /2007 -1?^-1! ] 
3iBT bR*I 
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Mew Delhi, the 16th Sqjtember, 20(y8 

S.0.2674 j—^Iti exercise of the powers confentd bjf 
sub-SBCtun (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Ttoceduie. 1973 (Act No. 2 of 19741 the Central Govemment 
hereby appoints Shti S. iUlyanasuiutoram, Advocate as 
Special Public Prosecutor for conductuig prosecution in 
the cases instituted by the Delhi Special Police 
F j^t a blistiment (CB)], in the Special Judge Comt, Chennai 
and appeals, lovbjons in the appellate or revisional oouit(s) 
and any other matter concerned therewith or incidental 
thereto in any other court, 

[No,225Ml.W7-AVT>Il] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 
^ 16 300* 

TFr.W, 267S.—-Htehll Hd'SfPl ^ TlllPIT 
1973 (l974^3lfsf^U 2)^tini24 4i^^-'JRl (8) 
SRI !Rti vilhndf TPiln ^ hHlrffisra 

Vm ^ rai4K“l i4WI«*iV ^ 

SFttttn IRI ^ ^ ^ IIR# ^ 3lPl*ft4H affeWtl 
5ro 7*iiPRi ^4*wr 3ipftTT -ttwitml ^ hmciT 

artittT aiRt iNttf w t(4ii:H ^ 
IclH (1^ 3friV*iiwti ^ ^ fHa4rr "tufll :— 

1, 

1 ftWafld ^Wirllel I 

[n 225/3<V2007-R?t5Hll 
^ IrtPITT, SIttT 

New Delhi, the 16th Septemher, 2008 

S,0. 16T5v— In exercise of the pU'wers conftrred by 
sub-section (S) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Ptooedurev 1973 (ActNo.2 of 19741 theCentral Govcmiuent 
hereby appoints following Advocates as Special Public 
Prcsectitor for conducting prosecution of cases instituted 
hy the Delhi Special Police Establishment (CBt) in the State 
of West R ei^al at Kollcata as enthisted to tbem by the 
central Bureau of Investigation in the trial courts and 
appeals/bevisions nr other matters arising out of these cases 
in revisional or appellate courts established by law: 

1. ShriD,CSaihar, 

2. Shri Samir Ranjan, Bhattachaiya, 

1 Shri B iswajit Pusilai. 

[No.225/3aQ007'AVD-ll] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH. Under Secy. 


^ HjcHl, 17 ftPW, 2008 

W.atT, 2676—TPWP ^ Hfell, 
1973 (1974 RTf 3tMwi U 2 1 ^ ttTU 24 4ff 3V-*IRI ( S ) 
?Ri ■nrrr Tilwif 4n PtHR^Rad aifKra^^traiiii 

^ TP^r, 4iV#T ^ tWm 
WT=n (^.31. 5 RH^T(j*w 

BRJ RT' aafiRfrsR afk Hrfil ^ 

Tfftrai 3nto -moiHoT ft ^inraT ^ 
aRi Iwflf 4^1 ^ 

^i4i 3tfu<i^'»i^ ^ ^ ^ :— 

1 . 

Z 414 

3. iitiald I 

iTt 225/31/2007-1^*^-11] 
"SRiRT, 3T4T 

New Dclhi^tbe L7th SepDcnnbcr^ 2008 

S.O. I67&*—in exertiw of the powers conferred by 
sub-sectioti (S) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedures t^73 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central 
Govemtnent hereby appoint fbllowing Advocates as 
Special PxibJic Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of 
casts instituted by the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(CBl) in the State of Kerala at Cochin as entrusted to 
them by the Ceniral Bureau of Investigation in the trial 
courts aiul appeals/revisions or other matter arising out of 
these cases in revisional or appellate oourts established 
by law r 

S/Slu-i 

1. C,P. Udayabhanun 
I K-D.Babu, 

3l Ajit Kumar, 

[No.225^1/3007-AVDdl] 
__ CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 

441^14 

( imw foiIT>I 3 

4^ 9 200a 

mw. 2677 —Wfl4it4 
■JptMf ^ TRW) f^, 1976 ^ 10 ^ R4f444 

(43 * T? TTSR^ ftRTTT 3Tlfl4 

^44r ^ ^ r-fHfHfed 4.wTt14 ^ S0% 

^ 451 ^ ^ t, 

4R^ % s— 
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1. anis til HI 

lUfllwfH* 

srtn 1?™, 

I 

[ ’flilTi ll012/l/200S-f^-2] 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
{T>£piartin«nt ofRevcmiie) 

New Dclhk the 9th September, 5008 

S.0.2677-—In pursudnte of Sub Rule 4 of rule 10 of 
Ihe Official Langm^ge (Use o/ORlcial Putposeof the Union) 
Rule^^ IV76 the Central Govcminent hereby notifies the 
follo^^'ing office under the Central Board of Excise & 
Customs^ Dep^rtmojil of Revenue ^ the 80% staff whereof 
have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi:— 

I. Office of the Commissioner of Central t seise & 
Cosloins, 48, Admin isiraiive Area: 

Arera Hills. 

Bhopal 

tr.No, f] 012-^1 .^OOS-Hindi-^] 
MADHU SI lARMA, Director fOL> 

{TTf^^ ) 

18 r+tdHC 3008 

^.^.2670- ^ ^ 

W 'Jiroi ^ ^ 

1962 (W ^ 5^ ^ ^ 

^’'Tf^-SfTTw ]%i m 

15 ( I ) fii) 1-4-2008 

’^TPT^ ^ f^T-ri^rfer 

Tltfl ^ -^rRiFrfi ^F*T ^ 

yfff — 

(ij ^ wr ^ ^ 

^ jfrtpn; 

(ii) 3T7^ 

TT^r+d ^ RIWT ^ ^ W 

T^; 

fiii) %rTf^ afTjtriiFT ^ ^ 

3tftlf4trq ^ ^4RT 288 ^ (2) ^ 

'4?tKn sfR ^ ^vf^TTq ^ m n9 

^ {1) ^ m -51^ 

sh^-\ ^ fl'-in "Rtf^r SRT 

wctiifNcT TT^terr 


ift:«rtf+hT( ^ 

(iv) ^H^Hlf^d IPT^ ^ ItM ^ 

^ Trf^ ^ 3!^ -iih ^H^4d 

Rltw ^ ^ 

ficMfitd fd^i^ui I 

3. 'i'fi '«\=rn\ ^ TWt 

Wmc-i — 

C^) ’^TRFP i (iii) 3T^ 

C^) Wl'f t (iiil 

^ TTTt^n TT?^ ^ 

W Vhll'h 1 (iv) %illR+ 

RnV, IJRt Tlf^ 

(^) ^TRT ^ ^ ^ 3TEt^ 

chr4-'t>«IM *fit RPT^ wn 

(^) ^ 5r[ 3i}i^ 5^ ^ "qf^ 

^ -irfvPnW ^ ^TRT j 5 ^ (1 > ^ 

^ (ii) ^ ^ ^41 

WR I 

92/2008;m 203/141/2007 - arr.^A-11 ] 

(Centra I Boa rd of \}\ rcct Tn^c^) 

New Delhi, [he 18fh ScpiciTiber, 2008 

S+0+267S,—-h ish hereby notified for general 
information that the organ i^au on Cancer Instiluic (WlA), 
Chennai has been approved b^ the Central Governmont 
for the purpose of clause fji> ofsiib-sectinn (I) of Section 
j5 ofrhe Incnine-tsw Act- (">6 I (said Aci). read with Kiilcfi 
5C and 5E of th e I ncome-i a\ R ul c?, J 96 2 (sad R iil cs). wnh 
effect from 1-4-2003 in (he cafe^oiy of ’other InstitiiiionC 
partly engaged in research iic'l)vi[ic& subject to the 
following conditions, namely: 

0) 'ihe sums paid to ihc Sipproved organi^aiion 
shall be utili7ed for ^ci'eniific research: 

(ii) The approved ^sr^ani/^iion shall cany out 
scieniiilc rebc<srt:h ihrough its faculty lucmbers 
or its enrojlled In dents', 

{lii) The approved organivaiion shall maintain 
separate books of account in respect of the 
sums received by it tor -ivientiffe research, 
reflect therein the amounis used for cany ing 
out research, ^et ^uch hiioka audited by an 
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wcouitBnt defined in Ibe catpluiBtioD tD 
Vdb^ectum ( 2 ) of Section 288 afdic said Act 
md finish the report of such audit duly 
signed und verifiHt by swb Kcwfitvit to the 
Cdminisaioner of huxHn^lBX CM-die Dh%^ 
Ihcoflie^ax havu»g jwisdictiofn ower the case, 
by the due date of finishing the netum of 
income iindetsub-secdcn 139 of 

the said Act; 

{iv) The s^fiproved ot^gantzatkat ahall muihtain a 
siepaiate staitemenl of donatl^ received and 
amounts applied ftr sciemific research aiKl a 
copy of such statement duly oertified by the 
auditor shall accompany the report of audit 
referred to above. 

2 . The Centra] Govemment shall withdraw the 
approval if the approved organization :— 

(a) &ilstninaifi1:aihsqiai^book^ofK<wu^ 
referred to in sub-paragraph (iii) of 
peragtaph 1 ;or 

(b) fads to furnish Its audit report referred to Ui 
subparagraph (iii) of paingruph 1 ; or 

(c) laih to furnish its statenwnl of the dofufd^ 
received and sums applied for scientific 
research Teftrred to in sub-paragraph (iv) 
of paragraph 1 ; or 

■(d) ceases to carry on its research activities or 
its research activities are not found to be 
genuttic; or 

(e) ceases to conform to and comply with the 
provisions of clause (ii) of sub-section (L) 
ofScction 33 of the said Act read with rules 
3 C and 3 £ of the said Rules. 

[ Notification No. 92/2008/F.No. 203/l41/2(M)7dTA-ll] 
RENU JAUHRI, Director (ITA-fl) 

IS 2008 

■WLaw, 2679.—IVPwm 3lPlPl*R, 19UI9 (IW9 

^ 10) 53 C1) 51^ ^ inh 

% Tw adftrf^vTT ^ wr 13 ^ 
311^.90^^ ^ WH ^ 2007 ^ I0.S8 

^ “W*! a|rt 5.00 HI 

[951. ^ 13/6/2007-#3»|l^] 


(DfpirtaMit of Plmnciil Scrvlm) 

New Delhi, the I Sth September,2008 

S.0,2679.—^)n exeicise of the powers coaftited by 
Section 53 (1) of the Bnnkiiis Regultttioii Act, 1949 (10 of 
1949) the Central Govemmeiiit, on the reconunendadons of 
Reserve Bank of India, hemby declaras diet the provisions 
ofSeetion l3(iflhesaiidAet.slia11noteppIyto[CICt Bank 
Ltd, incase ofthe public issue of] 0.88 cior equity shares' 
and 3.00 croie Arnerican Deposit Receipts (ADRs) by the 
Bank in June, 2007. 

tF.No. I3WW2007-BOA] 
D. D. MAHESHWARI, Under 
l9l^nTOp 2008 

W.3IL 26Ba-^^I^ 1987 C1987 

33) ^ 6 (Tf) ’Bwr Tiferef ^ TreJbr 

^ ^ 

aprfirqw^ 3 aftrai^ 

:- 

(i) ’Mf'iqH 

7ROTF 
I 

(ri) ^ , 

alHcm^ WWR, 

J 

7/1/2008-^^-!] 

NewDelhi^ the 19th September^ 2008 

SlO^ 2b8(K—In eKcrcise ofthe powers conforr$d by 
clause (f)c^f Seefiottbofthe National Housing Bamk Act, 

(1987) (33 of 19S7X the CeriuaJ Go vHTiflKnt hereby a^ 
the following persons to be the Dttectors on the Board of 
Directors of National Housing Bank (NHB) for a period of 
three years with effoct fiioin the date of issue of (his 
notification:— 

(i) PrirKipaJ Secretary ofthe Housing/ 

Urban Development Depairtnient, 

Govemment of Rajasthan, 

Jaipur. 

(ii) Principal Secretary of the Housing^ 

Urban Development Department. 

Govemfnent ofTarui! Nadti, 

Chennai. 

[F.No.7/|/2(K)S-BO-n 

G-B. SINGH, Py. Secy. 
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^ kmi, 19 2(Kf8 

*M,3Tr 26A—-in njT*i (), ^RT'TJ^ 

1976 (^ ^ TTrI-ji-H ^ %i^ y^) ^ Ti^R iO ^ 

(2) ^ f4) -^f 

f^'RtTTftem ^ HOW ^ 

TF^^I *mh[cim^ 

74im2p'^Ni 7, 

^Ttft ’t^^M ^T^q+1^ 

^^-400 703 

[^. 1/13/1] 

^fTtlR fR^TlV, (TT^iRpir}, 

MrN[S J kV OF RAILWAY 
fRaihvay Bdard) 

New Delhi Jhe 19lh September, 2008 

S-Of 26^1MinLEfry ol Railways (Railway Board), 
in pursuance of Sub Rul^ (2) and (4) of RuEe 10 of the 
Official L^]'uai;es(usefarOrfi[;:ial Purposes of the Union] 
Rules, 1976, hereby, notify'the rallovuin^ office of RITES 
Limited^ Ciui^on, where SO Vo or more OfTieenj/F-mj^loyees 
have actjuircd the working knowledge of Hindi: - ■ - 

Riles Limited, Project OBice, 

VAT 74 !..742, 4th Fluor. Tower Mo. 7 
InLcmatioudl Infotech Park, 

Vashi Raii^i^av Station Complex, Vashi, 

Navi MumbaMOO 703 

[;ND.Hindi-200a/O.L I/I2ni 
SANSARCJ [AMD^ Director (D.L.J^ Railway Board 

aftr u^nrn ‘•rwipra' 

IO 200R 

i»II,3IT. :;i 2(t07 ^ 

^ tt lirafei <wim=T.! 

I9fi3 ^ f^Tii 7 3^ li cE ^n*!" ’'ifer 
^rf^rfwT, 1932 (1952 ^ 37) ^ ^JRT 5 ^ ( r) 

BFT ^ Tpfn ^ T) R 

arafij gt afrRtRR?^ 

sfl TraTPSi REnt: ^ ^JTR rrp'h ^ 

^ ^ if ^Rfit ^ I 

['fiT.7f. (^)! 

‘WTtRT’fiaF, ftKTRT 


[Tart II—See, 3(1 i)] 

MINISTOV OF INKORMATION & 
BROADCASTING 

New E>elhi, the Ull'i September, 20ns 

S.O. 26S2.—In cominuation of this Mifiiitry's 
NoCificatLDn of even number dated 3 Isl May, 2007 and in 
exercise of the powers conftned by sLib-section (1) of 
Section 5 oftheCinemato^tiiph .^£(, 1952 (37 of 1952) read 
with rules 7and 8 ofthe Cinematograph (Certification) Rules, 
I9S3 (he Centrai Govcmineni ia pleased to appoint Shri K, 
Rajasekhara Ptasadte ameinberyffiieliyderabadadvisory' 
panel of ihe Central Board of Film CerLification wilh 
itnmediale effect for a period of two years or until further 
orders, whichevet is earlier, 

ir No.809.''l./2007"F(C)J 
SANGHil'i'A SfNtlH, [lin.'Ciorfl’ilms) 

10 20(1>1 

2633^ 5 2fK?8 

^ ^ m Cothtr) 

I9fl3 ^ Iwr _i ^ ^rferT 

^rfVfwr, 1952 C1952 ^ 37) ^ :i ^ ^-^rrn (i) 

?TTF ^ iMfT '^, '^ir. *. dc^ici 33 ^ 

^ 3rT^' TiTt ^ TfT^ 

^ hV<. ^ 

tft ^ ^ 5 T^- 40 [}f )49 ^ RTTFH 

^ ^ rl^ T^'rft ^ I 

f TTT r ^ny:M \:20\j7-^ (M) I 

^fTl fw. 

New Delhi, the 10th Sept cm her, 200^1 

SrO. 26SJ*—In codtinuiKinn ofLhis Mini-Hlry's 
Notification of even number ibjtrd 5ih F-ebruary. 2008 tind 
in exercise of iht powers l(. mlerred by sub-seciion ( 0 nf 
Section S of the C iiicfnaiogR^pFi A c [, 195 2 (' 3 7 o f I ^52 > rc ad 
with rule 3 of the CineniLiio-^rnph ({^erliiicatinn) Riiic.s. 
1983 the Central Govcmmeui rs plca^iedlo appoint Snu. 
U rmi la Rjooiigia, 64> Zufiu CO Id i C ulinohur Koitd- J V Pi > 
Scheme. Fort, iVTumbaMOlJi)-!^:*?. o iTicinher oOhe C'onti al 
Board ofFii III Certification witFi iriirnciJiatcci^cct for^ipcrind 
uf three yeari 3iid until fi.inher urderi. 

fl- No.H(l9^il.^2007-F(C)| 
S.ANCr.l- I'.A SJN(!I-!, Director (FiIm.-^) 

fqr^r 

(#. qt. m. ev-TT '; 

. W.3TT. 26^4,—Tl"4Mth-1-. Ti^-v^!! iTv-T-Rr i'TFktTr:^' 
1948 { 1^148 ur,] ] ■^: 2^ 

!^::t y-'r^ 



['unit-r^ j(iO] 
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^lEPRT ^ 1-9-200S ^ 

^Wlfl ■alfiwtlfl l!l ^1*f i I 

[Tfl ^4330/01/2006] 
TfttFT ?Tfl?I. ^(^7 (fl3r^d7) 

MINISTRV OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(CP,V. OlvisiDii) 

New Delhi, ibe I st September, 200S 
S-O, 2684,—In piunuance of the cliuse (ii) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatjc and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and Fees) AiCt, IMS, the Central Govemmeot hereby 
authofise Shri B,N. Dutta, Assistant to perEbnn the duties 
of Assistant Consubr Officer in the Consulate General of 
India, San Francisco. 

[No.T.433(WI/2006j 
PRTTAM LAL, Under Secy, (Consular) 
11 f%FFFT,2fl08 

'RSI.3flt 1685,—U^nrhdi uiTttei] (?rw tpt 

aililftim, 194S (1948 w 4tFi) WIS 2 ^ 3T4f C^) 
it tid^d 

^ ^ 7IR7T, weiHTi ^ 11-9-3008 ^ 

aiftldvlA F!T Tistfl ^ i 

[7t ^t-4330rt)l/2006] 

iftlFT FIW, anlT {'tJf<qen) 

New Ddhi,1he t Ith September, 200B 
Si.0.1685,—In pursuance of the clause (ii) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplooiatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and. Fees) Act, IMS, the Central Govemment hereby 
attdtonzeShiiStiiT^Klitya Singh iUwat,Assistarhlt)peifbnn 
the duties of Assistant Consular Officer in the Consulate 
General of India, Shanchat- 

[No. T. 4330/1/2006] 
PRITAM LAL, Under Secy, (Consoler) 

^ 17 2008 

W.OT, 1686,—uJltfflfl (419*1 

■^) 3|j%l1iiaFT 194« (1948 ^41^) tS*? 2 ^ 31^ (’^) 
squFh ^ TRFnr w ^ tMyflio, 

^ tft flfli'Hsi 17-9-2008 

’flfWFt atfiPwO ^ ^ ^ I 

[^4-43304)1/2006] 
ifttFl 31F7 dfth 

New Delhi, the Hth September, 2008 
S,0. Z686 l— tn pursuance of the clause (ii) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Covemment hereby 
authorize Shri Ernest Alexander Adams, Assistant to 


perform the duties of Assistant Consular OfTicer in the 
Embassy of India, Lisbon, 

[No, T, 4330/1/2006] 
PRITAM LAL, Under Secy. (Consular) 

<W I 4CT Sftr ^etllhl HitlN? 

[ aW '9 ftrtbwpt. ^ 

^ 4 200S 

TBI, ar. 2687.-^JSt^, TIOTR TRf^ " 7T^ "'F 

‘tmispjll ii %i( " 1?riw 1976 i 1^ 10 i 

(4) i; atjTnei ^ ‘FmFrar ^ # 

^tn^, ^ 9!4jp1'6 1^r4i(4tl, ‘5P5!Tl^tit 

(Tirg^) Ptwidhi. Frwt4 

ftrt^ 80 iHrnfifl ^ UPtI ^ ^ 


^ ^TTcfl ^ :- 

], ^!(l?I3n^3g(ft3nTTl^ eTS93i 

2. 3IT^ TTHTFr 

3, i^#!r 3ig?f*ir4 Rwn 

4r mem (3^15^) 


[ut f^. “I. C^T^.m)] 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
[Ikpflrtttieiit of Ayurved, Yogna&Njturopathy+lfnani, 
SidhBf Hoffiiaeopatl7(Ayuah)| 

New Delhi the 4th September^ 2008 


S^O. 2687^— In piLTSuatice of sub-rule (4) of the 
Rule 10 of the Officia] Language *‘Use for official purpo^ 
of the Union'’ Rjule^ 1976 the Central Govt, hereby notifies 
the following offices under the administrative control of 
Department of AYUSH^ Ministry of Health & Family 
Welfare whereof BOVa staff have acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi; 


J. Central Ayurved Research Institute 

2. Central Ayurved Research Institute 

3, Regional Research [nstitute (Ayurved) 
4 h Regional Research Institute (Ayurved) 

5, Regional Research Institute (Ayurved) 

6, RegiMial Research Institute (Ayurved) 

7, Regional Research Institute of Unani 
Medicine 


Lucknow 

Bhubneswar 

Jhansi 

Banglore 

JamtTiLJ 

Vijaywada 

Patna 


[No.E-l I0l8(2y2/3Q03-LSM(OL)J 
SHIVBASANTyJt. Secy. 
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l5fWP^,200S 

■5ii. 3?T. 2688 .'-hrctN( 3(rf#m, 

1956(]95^'sPTl02)^wra3’^TiT»lKl<i)(^) 

T «f|, Tft. fcicirij, 3traiit TTFTr*lt Ttlfl ^PRTW 

f^r+r«i twifeuFvTO, i^, TT5?!i, ^ 

3rf^ ^ ^ 3rtil^;5!TT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

lift 51^1 

^ I' — 

^:. 3iNt!tr^ tim 3 ^^imi n) ^ 

'59^'? ^ tJ, ^ H3*rt T^g^jgr^r 'To fiwk ^ 

■fTre*? ^ 9 I 96 n ^ 

an- nfi PiMtHQaw aV ^rril' 

t 3T^:- 

■ 3 ^ iffTtnjanr ^ *' tw 3 ^ ^-mr (1 > 

fis) ^ ^ 31 ^ ^ 33 ^ 

'pTRl^rfign afa[fen' ■3 fh(i| 1, artfff^!- 

" 33 . ^ aii. fn?nf|‘, M 
aqrapf. 

HglfH’ nTtif ■nqrm? 

tnr 

n 0) 3/] /(]07'■'^'T 1 ) ] 

TJH- wFi^q 

(l>epiirtmeat of Health) 

Nsw Delhi, the 15tti September, 2003 

S. O. 2fi88.~ Whereas ia pur&uqrice of the provis^iort 
of sub'Section (1) {b) of Section 3 of the [fidian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 ((02 oFI956) Dr. O.P, Tiwari, ftofeasor, 
Mahatma Gandhi Memorial Medical College, Irdore, a 
member of the faculty of Medicine, Devi Abilya 
Viahwavidyalaya, Indore tiaa b^n elected by the Countil 
of Devi Ahilya Vishvtavidyalaya to be a member of the 
Medical Council of India for five years with effect from 
date of issue of this notification, 

Noiv, therefore, in pursuance ofthe provision of the 
sub^section f 1) of Section 3 of the said Acl, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following farlher 
amendment in the Notiricatton of the Government of India 
in the then Ministry of Health number S.O. I-3S tfiilcd the 
9th January, l%0, namely:- 

In the said Notification, under the heflding,'T!ccted 
under clause fb) of sub-section (I J of section 3", against 
serial number 33, the foil owing entries shall be substitued. 
namely;— 


[Part 11—Sec. 3(ini 

'*2i. Dr, O.P. Tiwari, Devi Ahilya Vt&hwavidyalaya’* 
Professor 

Mah atma □ and h IM cmorial 
Medical College, indore 

[No. V. I IO13'1.a0O7-Mli(P-[)l 

S.K. GUPTA, Under Sccy. 

( fSItUI affr MfttSl' itir^lU| fcfW|<| ) 

M <Wt. 2ons 

56S9.- ^ ^ 25 20DM 

titiT ^ si' l fflvfTT 'fli^, j 

TlfWw fTp H\m\^ 3t^ 

^ H -JiMi Iqi^rf^J 

^ 

^ nTstSTH 

^ ^ ^ ^ 2t}0y 

Ti^ Tfj^ ^ r' 

[^’ \ \2m2:^79/20[]^-^ (it-EI) ] 

TRh '^eR*. 3iRl Tff^ 

([>epartmcnl of I le^i Ith in J Fam ily Welfare) 
Corri^tnJum 

NewDdRi: Un:2ji'd KeplembLT, 200ft 

S,0. 26#9.—] n fw n jyi tncxJ if icati un lo th Es M i nistry's 
Nqibficalion No.U, ] 20 [l^'379.-2r>00^ML| P^M) dated 25lh Juni^ 
2008, under the heading Ahhreviattan ffir RegisUalion' 
[in colutnrL fj) J, the(:flnditifjn:i mentioned ihere in may bn 
replaced by the following [laEiicly.- 

"This shall be a rcuoj.!)ii7ed medical qualificalion 
when granted hy Manipal Ijutversily (Formerly 
known a^ ManipaE A.tjdeiiiy nf fiigher Lducation) 
(Deemed Univeriity ) Maiiipal, Karnataka when 
granted in or before the year 2009 in rcjipccr of 
sLudenls trained at Kasiurha Medical CciJIcge. 
Mainpal, Kamaiakj :?nd Ka&turba Medical College. 
Mangaione^ Karnataka. " 

EteirLainingcotiieiiLs nj'die Notification ihall rentain 
unchanged. 

IN o. K. 12{) 12/:^79^^00t^ M ]=( P-11 )] 
N. EIARIK, Under Sccy. 
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^itfi iffrtFf aftr ^nwnf lAnvnr 

(fhtrm) 

f^t'^fl, 15 f 2008 

4 ^ ^il ill ’'Tft^ Hfl^ppHTn 1958 

C1958 ^ SriMNw K 44) IRI 4 SRF 
■trt“fr 3lte^TWI?Sm ^ f^nwi 1 -9-2008 ^ 
adVipiT ^ +f«mp 1 200S 

L sft l^tF. ^ TW'y WThl 'iWil 

fm fihrH^S I 

2- ?ft ^il*IM^ 41^j^ ’5W^ R^Vl^Hp w^a, fe. I 

3. STtlli’d. fVifVn li 1^H I 

4 ^ ^(rtRr u'^q ^ * 

1 #1t«f. Tfd. gRp *iewr^l p ^ I 

d ’El iWp ^|cf^ 4t^NT ^ipnR 3P(fTTfelT 1 

^ IFf IK i ^ 1^ 1 

[’^, ^ ’qp T^-iaoi 1/1/2008-^ 

1^ ’5^. ffrartt^ ^ 

MlNISrmVOFSHlPPINGKOADTfUNSTORT^ 

HIGHWAYS 

n3cpirtiiKntorShtp]Hng) 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 2008 

S. O, 2690. —In exercise of the pcnvtrs conferred 
by Section 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act J 958 (44 of 
195B) read with Rule4 ofthcNsAional Shipping Beard RulcSp 
1960 and in ccntinuaticfl of this Ministrys Notification of 
even nidnber dated 1-9-2O0S, the Central Government hereby 
notif es the names of the following six Members of the 
National Shipping Board for a period of two years whh 
effect from 1st September, 200S— 

]. ShiiS-Hatzara^Chairnian45: ManagingDirectoTpShip^ 
Corporation of India Ltd 

1 Shri AtuI Agarwd. Joint Managing Director, Mercator 
Lines Ltd. 

3. Shti Y. D. Khatau, Managing Director, Varim Shipping 
Co. Ltd. 

4. Dr. Shanti Pale I, President, N ational V n ion of Seafarers 
oflndia- 

5. Shri S. S. Khan, General Secretary, The Maritime Union 
ofliKha. 

6. Dr. M.K. Pandhe, Vice President, Forward Seamen's 
Union of India. 


Names of the renuming six Members of the Board will be 
notified in <hie course. 

[F.NOLSS-i8ail/h2008-SL| 
A. K.TEWARJpDy.Secy. 

IS p 30tl8 

^ Elf, 1691,—Piq*iwil, I960 ^ 
^rm 4 ^ ^ ^ 1958 

(1958 in ii 44) 4 Timjqrf ariwR 

I 2008 

ift ^ Hth ~mi i*# ^p 

^ S-- 

i, 4qj=T 'ftn ^irip I 

Tmrf Hqiciq I 

j. l^wr I 

4. llP^CT PtMOl I 

i Tsf^ ^’ll’gw i 

6 I 

7. ^ ^ 

g ati^arei, qiinN (tffitiE I 

9, ajcqm, Tpfl^ Tfrf I 

10. m. tR Eltary^ ip. 3TR 

tfSf sril RIg I 

m t* TtH V^-im l/l/20O8-t?(l Wl 
flpnflj ^4 tiTqq 

New Delhi, (he 18lh SqMember, 2008 

Sw 0.2691.— In exercise of (he powers confetred by 
Section 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act J 958 (44 of 1958} 
read with Rule 4 of the National Shipping Board Rules, 
1960, the Central Government hereby establishes ihc 
National Shipping Board for a period of two years with 
effect feom 1st September, 2003 consisting of the following 
Members:— 

] Capt P.V.K Mohan, ChaSnnan. 

Z Additional Secretary & Financial Adviser, Ministry 
of Shipping, Road Transport & J-lighways. 

3. Joint Secretary (Shipping), Department of 
Shipping. 

4. Joint Secretary, Department of Commence. 
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5, Dcpui' Cliief oi'Nival StatT. 

(L DirecJiH Cjin;r<il of Sliippjrg, 

7, DifcCTor,MationnJMariliine Acadcimy,Chennaf. 

S. Chairmni' K i': ;i Sh! nyand L im (ted. 

9 Chaicrviatv Pn: IJrnilod. 

10. l^of N, \i f^aniiiswuTny, Chalttnan, T'rof. N M.R, 
luid Devclopincnl,CoiRib««yTe, 

of rUt- ^ Members of the Board wK! be 

notilicd in tP't. rouriiiv 

fF,No. SS- lJ*D1i.'l''2<K}5-SL] 
_ A.K.TEWARI,13y.Sccy. 

tfilTera 

'1? 22 rwdMt, 2008 

iij-f I957C1957^ 20) ^ Virr 7 

■s’T^rTr i 1 ) i); ^ ififrai wct tnfRBT 

^ -‘W. iTT, I fj25 J TUTte 28 2(K)6 IHI 

^ ^ 7r-v:-i. ^ ]i, ^ 3, (ii),7iRrig 29 

20(j{* ^ 111 , S'K! 3lfM^RT 

34^^) ^ 7i?qt -fbiVfri^f ■i|^'iJpTi?^‘5FT‘qT‘^ 

^«n irfwr^ -4 iP’'! "4 jTH# gurw ^ ^ ift; 

afk FRiTR ^rfV^iTd n ^ yRi 8 

^ 4\ Mh ^ f : 

afr^ wwR "qq ^ 

H^'-clS^ 3^7 ^ W?7f 4 "7? 

WTPT W W f^T?TT^ Ff W #wl?T 254.) 5 

(wt^pt) m TF^ (trTwi) Tmr q^ret 

^ ^ TH qq%fj ITTN'dii 3qf^Tf [qii^ 'Jii-^ ^lf?V, I 

3R; sm’ TTPiR, wT'i^iT qfp (-sTiR 

feR) .Jri^JfTyit, !9?7 (I9S7 ^ 20) ^ tmt 9 ^ 
■SfTVRJ (1 ) gm TjiTrT ^ifqo'-iT FI TPFT ^17^ ^ '’TF «hH“(I 
f, ^ ^f^Tri 25^,15 iqi 

628-03 < trFTiRF) 'jfH ^ FI FTT ^ 

«lftRfiO- 39:<^r1 PlfiT '-m i I 

TTT -3qfMT-;FFT 4 ifrPfF 3TP FT^ FiVjl 77#f? 
FT. FTT, -I i?) .||l-'"ir^n3qT7.760-05fl8 cTT#® 21 2008' 

FH ■prf i-rq { wts?) 4 tt- miwi 

ITW, I Bt.KFfTTcT ^rjTT T^. FW^Idl (1 fF-700 0(J1 ) 4 
FilFldF FT FT fTRFF f^FTn), 

FTTdTIT^.iFTfq^FTIFfT.mTP-qqO Wl (FFFFn?)^Fm#fF 
■R FIT i I 


[Part II— Sfc. 3(ii)) 

HjFklT- r 3ftRF^R2 
FfeiJF (111110:?) 

Fff-( (■^)/nL'^^WV760-0508 tlTlte 31 ^4, 

3008) 


m 

n 

"IITR 

F^FUI 

’Hfel 

FT^I 

R^IeT 


m 

4 


1. 

TpF^Wf 

H 

TtriT 


50lI1 

VTT 

2- 

HI si 

M 

■^^Ttrr 


4a65 


X 


II 



\\^m 

'm 

4 


10 


F 531 

!44.7y 

’m 


Fjd m ; 254.15 ^(FIWT) 

FI 


628.03 13353 

titit i^iblFii ^ 3Tf^ 1^ tr; w? wteur*: 

87, SB, 89,90, 91.92,97. 98/1,98/2,98/3, 99, 100, lOl, 
102, 103/1, 103/2, 104.-1. 104,'2, 104/3, 105, lO/i, 107, 
ina, 109. lio/l, 110/2. ll(T/3, Ml, 112, 11.3, 114, 115, 
llfi/l,ll6/2,’FI^(4TTiT)l 

HR "if asfifiT flKl^ Rr Hlfc fTSHFFi: 

132, 137, 138, 139, 1404, 140/2, ]4ll.'3, I4l, 142, 143, 
144, 145, 146, 147/1, I47.-2, 148/1, 148/2, 162, 163, 
4144, ( RTR)t 

Hni fl’il jiT Slfjfn fFiir Fnr tHifc 

134, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156.FT^('Rm)l 

HTR ’Bi’P! ( ) 'Sf ■RT ’Htmi'4; 

46, 47, 48, 49, 50, ,iI, ,52, ,53, ,54, 55, 56/1, 56/2, 56/3, 
56/4, 57, 58, 59, 60. 61, f>2, 63, 64, 65, 66, 6?, 68, 60, 
70, 71, 72,73, 74, 75, 7Tv1,76/2, 77, 78/1 ,78/2,79. 80, 
81 /1, 81/2, 81 /3, 82, 83.84,85-- 1 .85/2, 80/1.86/2,86/3, 
464, 406./1 ,466/2, 466./.1,466/4,466.'3,466 /6,467, 468, 
469,470, 471,472, 47.V 474. 475,476. 477. 478, 470, 
480,481, 482,483, 484, 485, 48(>, 4«7, 488, 489, -t90, 
491,492 FT^f^TR) I 
FftriT HufHj 

FT-^: tqiT “ft" H ^ f 3TR W THlsHI*. 
87, 89 FfT FTFft FIRT ^ PF-HIF TJTR TRTmi t 






[Wl II—3(ii)] 
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S39I 


^'cWtUTO ns»l"il {«i^) ^ 

flpHftiH ^11 ^ TR ^ Til* m'wi $d/l, 

56/1,56/2, S6/3. 56/4,35, 54, 53, 
52, 51,50j 46 ^ »ii5’!1 ^ ^ 

W tfWl* 491,492.464, 
466/5 ^ iftRT ^ ^’aiRft *■«" H 

fR^t I 

“a-iiT: tat unr (wt") ^ ^ tf®ihr 

466/5,466/2,467.46S, 469 R^^ ^IF<t ^ ^ WT 
^ fri mTc Wwi 471 
^tNI ^ W*I Uf TTR 

ITIR ^Hi ^FT ^ n*<i 

HPT^^|5H^ "^ife 156, 152, l34,RflRl?# 
^Tfhn ^ TTW f aflr 'tt^ 'ir RRtft ^, 1^ 

Rkl fllni ^ ^kD ^ THR RI?t ^ 
"'rife^reRt 163 Rlffl'’rftRJ ^ TTW^Pfr ^ 

•'H" HT ftsnft ^ ( 

•n-^: tm^ WW J63, 162, 147/1, 147/2, 148/2, 

140/3,Hit 4lifl tflHI TTW HPT ■RT^f ^ 

137, 132 4/1 

415^ ^ ^n*T wfTi t afrr Tiq ri^ ^ n+lvii 

4ft «f**ir<1fl HTR #RI 4!t RR 4!7?ft "t, tRR '«Tii 
4TTO 116/2, 116/1, 103/2, 103/1,98/3,98/1, 
97,92,91,87, Rlt 41FT1 mil’ll ^ RW ^JRTlft ^ 3|1 t 
311^11^1^"^" TIT twit I 

[TR. Wpn. 43015/6/2005-11,31R3IjiRS?^-| ] 

l^R. aHHT R^ 

MINISTTIV OF COAL 

New Delhi, iJte 22iiid September, 2008 

S.O. 2692—Whereas, by the nciification of ihc 
Govemment of India in the Ministry of Coal, number 
S. O. 1625 dated the 28th April, 2006, issued under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957). 
(hereinaltei' referred to as the said Act) and published in 
the Gazette of India, Part-ll, Section'3 sub-section (ii), dated 
the 29rh April, 2006, the Central Government gave notKe 
of its intention to acquire the lands and ail rights in or over 
such lands in the locality specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notificaition; 

And, whereas, the competent authority in pursuance 
of Section 8 of the said Act, has made his report to (he 
Central Govern ment; 


And, whereas, the Central Gov^nment after 
considering the report afOrestud and after consulting the 
Govemment of Maharashtra, is satisfied that the lands 
measuring 254,15 hwtejes (approsimately) or 628.03 acres 
(opjMroxiinatiely) and all rights in or over such lands as 
described in the Schedule appended hereto, should be 
ac<|Uired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers oonfeired 
by sub-section (I) of Section 9 of the Cod Ekaring Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957(20of 1957), the 
Central Government hereby declares that the land 
measiitjiig 254,15 hectares (approxitnately) or 628.03 acres 
(approximately) and all rights in or over such lands as 
described in the Schedule are hereby acquired. 

The plan bearing number C-l (B)/lll/JJMR/760- 0508 
dated the 21sf May, 2008 of (he area covered by this 
notificaition, may be inspected in the office of the Collector, 
Chandrapur (Maharashtra) or in the office of the Coal 
Controller, I, Council House Street, Kolkata (Pin 700 OOI) 
Of in the office of the Western Coalfields Limited (Revenue 
Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur - 440 001 
(Maharashtra). 

scHEnuu;; 

YEKONA -1 OPENCAST BIjOCK 
MAJRIAR.EA 

district 'ClIANDRAPU R (MAHARASMIRA) 

(Plan number C-1<E)/[1i;iJMR/760-0508 dated (he 2 Ist 
May, 2008). 

A11 Rights 


SI. 

No. 

NanK 

of 

village 

Patwari 

cirtle 

Mg. 

lahsij District Area 
in 

HoctaTCi 

01 

Yckona 

11 

Warora Chandrapur 50J1 

Pan 

02 

Marda 

II 

Warora Chandrapur ^.65 

Pan 

03 

Wanoja 

11 

Warora Chandrapur lft.60^ 

Pan 

04 

Charur 

(Khari) 

10 

Warora Chandrapur 144.7^ 

Pan 


Total area; 254,15 hectares (approximately) 
or 62 8.03 acres (appraxitnateiy) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Vekuna: 

87.88,89,90,91,92,97.98/1,98/2,98/3,99,100, lOl, I02. 
IOj/I, 103/2,104/1,1042.104/3,105,106.107,108,109,1101, 
1 iCa 110/3,m, 112, i 13,114.115,II6/1,116/2,R()ad(PaiitX 



5m 

Flt3t numbers aetjuired in village Marda ^ 

132,137, J3«. 139J40/U ]AW2, ]WJ4IJ4Z 143,144,14^, 

146, M7/], 147/2,148/], Um. I62J63, Road (Parti, 

Pl<?t numbers acquired in vil lage Wanoja r 

134,152,153,154,155, ]56. Road (Part). 

PJot numbers acqutred in village Chariir<Khati): 

46, 47. 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56/1, 56^ 56/3, 

56/4, 57,5S. 59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67.68,69,70,7 L 72, 
73,74,75,76/1,7^a 77.71tv'l, 73/2,79, BI/t,Sia Bl/.l, 

82. S3.34, S5/!, 85-2. W \, 36-^, 464,466^1,466.2,46ft/3. 

466/4,466^5,466/6.467.46S, 469,470,47!, 4 72.473,474.4 75. 

476,477,478,479,480.481,482.433,434.4K5.486.487,488, 
489,490,49l,49ZRoad{Pan). 

Bcnindai^ de^cripbon : 

A-B: Line stairs rram point A' tfirougb village Vekona 

and passes along the outer bgundar>' of plot 
numbers fi7, 89, and crosses common village 
boundary of villager Yekona and Cliarur (Khati) 
then proceeds through village Charur (Khati) 
along the outer bourwlaty of plot number 86 I. 
crosses road then proceeds along the ouier 
tx>urLdary of plot numbers 56/1,56/2, 56/3, 56/4, 
55, 54. 53, 52^ 51, 5Q, 46 and crosse.'i road then 
proceeds along the outer boundaiy of plot 
numbers 491.492,464,466/5 and meets al point 

B-C: Line passes through village Chanir (Khati) along 

the outer boundary' of pirn numbers 466/5,466 2. 
467. 468 > 469 crosses road then proceeds along 
the outer boundary of plot number 471, ernsfies 
common village boundary of villages Chartir 
[Khati) and Wanoja, then proceeds through 
village Wanoja along the outer boundaiy oi'plor 
numbers 156, 152^ 134, crosses road and proceeds 
along (he outer boundary of road in village 
Wanoja, iben proceeds through vilJage M^u■da 
along the outer boundary of plot number 16 j and 
meets at point 'C". 

C^U: Line passes through village Marda along with 
the outer boundary of plot numbers 163,162.147/1, 
E47r2, 148/2, 140/3, crosses road then proceeds 
along the outer boundary of ploi numbers 137. 
132. crosses common village boundary of villages 
Marda and Yekona then proceeds along the outer 
boundary ofploi numbers 116'2,1164.103/2,105 L 
98/3, 98/U 97, 92, 91. 87, and meets at starting 
poinfA'. 

[F. No. 430 E5/6.-2005^ PR.I W'-l] 
M. SFlMtABUDEEN, Under Sees, 


[PaBT fl 

^ 22 20PS 

3ir, 2693— ^ ^ "SJefter ^ 

rs^{w;5 Ti ^ 

3ra; 3^^ ^bl^crir ^ (^^#7 WT 

I9.'57 f I<t5? ^ 20) (f^ Tfm 

^ ■’F’JT F ) tnn 4 ‘3 h»f77 ( 

sro M'^ni ^ irn^ ■3^ li ^ 

^ 3?*T^ sn?R ^ ^ ? : 

^./S736 tIRha 3 2lH>« wfrosptr HFTSR'iTF 

mm), Tjro^ U^rrr 5?#^ 

'I'l-snn, ^, tN) ■’TT I, 

FT5^T '>nl!n=n]iir-70<> (J(J I ^ ^rrutrni ^ ^ 

^ 4ilNHy 1? fiTTT m ^ I 

^ 3n^ ^n=Tt 'jf*T 

■aifer ■srftrfwT ^ ^ i ^ ^ 7) rnS^y 

^ 

^ ^ ^ stm . 

4r1ir4'T WSIHI 3S5& 

, HiV 7 N'ISj 
f3T^_:^nPT^, ^^rrNm^ 


7L ^ , 200S 


^ UTR 

71 


TTT. H 

f^n^n 

SHifUiri fe'mrif 

if T? 

1 . 

WT 

St.W 

SJA^(Kt 

WPJ 

1611 

409 

Rpr 




;23.M)(i 

TRn^ 

232 

94 

WT 

3. 



4J0<Ht 

TF^ 

34* 

140 

'RFl 

4, 



52a<Kif» 

7P^ 

2345 

\m 


5. 

Tj^rnt 



TT^FT^ 

h 

22 

9 


6 . 


^7^ 

- 


774 

^13 

^TTTT 


|(W5 

( ^PTVJI) (?TWT) 


#RI 

^ ^ ■R ' ^ ' ^ -WRR ?icft t W pri 

TJFT ^ RWT RTT TT ^ ^ ^ tf7 fRHHI 

t I 
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«-»f tw nm ^ n«*c «ti»r i ^ ^ 

^wi liN^iT "nN ^ ^Rpi ^ ^ ^ 3i?k 

Hfl)'! TIR ^ ^ fipj * W* TR 1 1 

'**w til HI ^ ^ (^*5 * 

mftwifrt I 

IT [nncfl 

t J 

[^ Ttem 43015/1 l/2003-^m5nt.^^-T] 

New Delhi, the 22nd September. 200^ 

S,0, 269i —WbercaSj it appears to the Central 
Government that Coal is likely to be obtained bom the 
lands in the locality mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

SOJEDULE 

SAYANG SOUTH BLOCK, MAND RAIGARH COALFIELD 
DISTRICT RAIGARH, CHHATISGARH 

Pbn bearing number DG/ST36 dated the 3rd July, 200S 


SL 

VM. 

Thaittt/ 

T«hsi1 

VOL 

Na 

District 

Area 

in 

Acres 

Area 

in 

Hectares 

Remarks 

1 

SAYANG 

korba 

524500 

RATGARH 

1011 

409 

Part 

2 

DEGURDIH 

KARTALA 

SZ3500 

RAIGARH 

232 

94 

Part 

3 

SHUDMA 

KORBA 

43000 

RAIGARH 

346 

140 

Part 

i 

i 

SIMKEDA 

KORBA 

524000 

RAIGARH 

2545 

1030 

Pat ■ 

5 

ELOG 

KORBA 


RAIGARH 

22 

9 


6 

FOREST 

KORBA 


RAIGARH 

774 

31J 

Part 


TOTAL 45Q0 ^955 

_ (approximately) _ (approximately) 

BOUbO^Y 0ESC1UPT10N 

A-B The line start at point ^ A" in the fotnest and passes through middle part of Sayang village and meets point 'IT. 

&C The line passes through middle part of village Dengurdih and meets point 'C' in the western part of village 

Shudtna. 

OD The Ime turned towards South Eastern part of village Simkeda and meets point "D" on the edge of village Flog. 

D-A The line dim and meet point 'E' at the edge af forest boundary. 

&A The line passes through in the forest and meets point' A^ in the forest. 


Now, therelbfe, in exercise ofthe powers oonferred by 
suh^section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Aoquisihoiu ^ Devekipr^ l957(2[)of l^7)(hm:tn- 

aber le^jTod to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hei^ gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein: 

The plan number DG>B73ddated lhe3rd July, 2008 of 
the area covered by this notification can be inspected at 
(he office of Chief General Manager (Exploration Division), 
Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana 
Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi or at the office of ihc Coal 
Controller, I, Council House Street, Kolkata or ai the office 
ofthe District Co llectcnr, Raignrh, Chhanisgarh. 

Air persons inierested in the land covered by this 
notification shall deliver all maps, chans and other 
documents referred in sub-secttoti (7) of Section 13 ofthe 
said Act to the Chief Geneia] Manager (Exploration 
Division), Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, 
Gondwana Place. Kanke Road, Ranchi within ninety days 
from the date ofiniblication of this notification. 


[F.No. 43015/1JV200B-PRIW4] 
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Sccy 
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^Sr. 3lir, 2694— titwt tsltfl ^ 

^ ^fpcirSTT ?cfMWFTf^iT^ 

^ ^ TIMWHr f ; 

STT: ^ITW ^ 3^1 

1957 C !9S7 ^ 20) ^ 

^ fnn t^ wr 4 ^ f i) 

Sm TRc?T Tlf^fmf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

"’JJJbS’®! <Ti'i4 ^ 'Sim=f ^ ^ f" * 

3T^31T^^ '^. 

^,/8737 nrit® 3 'jifii^, OB ^ pRjCfm "Jeo) h? ly^'^3? 
Cn^rn Tiwr), ^? 5 tT 1115*1 miW^r 
‘■Teal'll ^ 1 ^ ■^^S, "*11 1, 

flTO t^e, ^fe37[rll-70000l ^ ^n?lfcT^ ^ iff IVcii 
TPmi, ®nilt1'lii ^ 4.Mfel4 ^ 1^ ^ TR^cIT t \ 

5w ^ SRT# ijftr fN^f? Tort 

adfUf^ ^ URT n ^ [7 ) if 

F*ft artr 3n*r 41 ) 5?T ^ 

y^im=f ^ ^ ^ tiTT ^ iittRgi^iieiimiTr (TT^Rrtr 

V*1F1), TTT?^ ^cTiR’jI <41^-1 J|U^MI 

Tt^j tM "Tf I 

T’ltl <wi<i), *1iR, l/'H'ia ^I’H^ii 

r'^ni-ii’^'i^, wtAh'ie 
^lai* TI. tW/S737 Trtfe } 3008 


^ UlH *1T=ff/' 3JT. TT. f^-Tm 








1. 



327.35 

132,47 


2. Nrr 


wr? 

12^9,81 

50984 

■WJ 

3. 


524300 WT^ 

2529,^4 

1023.70 

'tPT 

4. ^4{lm< 

-^m 

TPipra 

902,70 

565 


5. Tittr 

Wlx-qr 

321600 TTW 

486.07 

r9^^7() 

wr 

spfsnFiT 






(v 


Wl^ 

49.60 

20,07 

1TP[ 

7, 



148.79 

60,21 

ttm 




5703,86 

23a8.(X) 





<^WmT) 

<W78*r) 


TTHtT ftT^TUT 


^-75 ^^ itNr ^ 

^ TRfT iTRT, g^Rl TIW ^ "RKq ^IPT ^ ’TTITIIt t I 
■a-ir 7071TJTT ^ 'rfr^nit r iprtit p 

■ff*? 'Ti'f^’qrfil^t I 


*1-11 ^ 1R ^ ^ "g^ 15? 1^ UTR ^ iTtq iTnj 

^'^^^?^^'^e^PTU^IT’^1^‘’ET' ITliiajfrf 1 

WR Tim ^ ;3^f^T^ 1M TT1%^ '^’ 
iR PlHtfl I 

[’PI 7T®7r. 4301 5/1 Z/2008-’T).OTt3ni:S^-[} 
T^. iim ^1^ 

New Delhi, ihc Z:?nd Scpfembtr+ 200^ 

S.O 2694--whereas, it appears to (he Ctnfral 
Goventment that Coal is liJ^ely lobcobtameii from the lands in 
the [ocfllity mentioned in the Scfiedulo hefe(ii annexed; 

Now^ therefore, in exercise oMhc powers^ eonfemcd 
by sub-section ^1) of SecLii?ii 4 of the Coal Rearing Areas 
(Acquisitions and Developn^eiin Act,. 3957 (20 of 1957) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central 
Government hereby gives; (lotico of its intention lo pr<Mpct-i 
far coal therein; 

The plan numher D;}/}^.7_'7 dated the jjnd July, 20nS of 
the area covered by this noficitation can be inspODted at 
the office of Chief Genera] Maamgcr (J'xploration Division). 
Central Mine Planning ond Design ln.qtirt](c, Gondwasia 
Placc^ Kanke Road, Ran:hi or at (he oftke of the Coal 
Controller, ], Council! [rmsi- Sn ect. Kolkaiaorat the office 
of the Disfrici Collector, f^oigarh, Chuttisgarli. 

All persons iuLereyted in (he land covered by [bi^ 
notificalion shall ddivt’r ;t3l rnaps, chans and other 
documents referred to in sub-ietiiori (7'1 of Seel ion 13 of 
the $aid Act to the Chief General MLinagtr {Exploration 
Division), Central Mine Planning and Design Insiiime. 
Gondwana Place, K^nkc Road, Ranch) with in ninety days 
from the dale of pubiicaniui of this nyl ificatiorr 
SClSFDlJi. 

CHIRA NORTJl WESf EJl (X K. MAl^D RAIGAEt|[ 
COALHllil.D niSIRICI RAIGAREI. 

CHHA I ISGAHIl 

plan number nG.=^737 danni tiiL- ^id h\h 2W>S 


si- Vill. 

So. 

lliana'' Yili. Dimiii i 

Tehsi] t'Nm 

Area 

in 

^ L-1 VS 

Ari;;> Kvmark^ 
in 

1 kcaires 

3 

l-llng 

Koiba 

kj-p^Llli 

337 ^5 

1 ]^2 47 

fLirl 

2 

China 

Kotbi 

R i'^zjtIi 


51)9. tta 

0.1 rr 

j 

Sucima 

Korh^a 

J^:ji^:jr[i 

353'i>.3-l 

1023.70 

P.in 

4 

■fegrimar Kerba 

:t:^!^:-rli 

^'fV}2 7f) 

36? 

l*jn 

5 

Boro 

Kdrha 

321 6()l> !^.: '.y.i:l h 

4S6.ir 

) 96.7(1 

fnrl 


Dhiranijjigjr 





6 

SUmkeda 

Ktirba 

Kai j,iih 

4y.(i(l 

20 (17 

farr 

7 

Forest 

Kortia 

\< ii ig^'j 1 ? 


6021 

Win 


rOTAl. 



^ 8& 

21UH.00 






^a^)prox- 

(approx- 






jiiniUHyl 

ilTIEJ(L4>j 



QOUMDARYDHSCKIE^ ] k )N 

A-D fhc line start \u 'A' m village h'laiH and 

passes Lhrotij^h Sniimieni puii of Chita, nuddio 
pan ShudiTtii vjfka^c. 



BC The line paasea through south-western port of 
village Boro aind nM«ta point *c* in the fon^ area. 
<M3 The line crossed the foreal, meddle pert of 
Shudtna and Chim village and meets point ‘D* in 
the village Elog. 

t^-A The line liuns and meets point *A’at the Northern 

edge ofdKvillageElog. 

[Fi]eNa430l5r]2/2OOS-PRlW-Il 
M SHAHABUD^, Under Secy, 
^ 1^5#, 23 2008 

IgT, 1695,-“ ^ ^ ^ Uit nfllci ^ 

*lutii aiPntral^ 

Wtt «W> URSf <ilit (3l*T 3tl7 

1957 (1957 ^ 20) ^ ^ 

^ *iin4 tl) 

gin Tt^ ^ w 

T^lfinf ^ 3!nT^ 3rp(ttf ^ ^ f ; 

Ta arfu^Tt-fi ^ aip^nhi an^ ^ ^ ^ 

ti ;jl. ^./08735 firftw 3 08 ^ frfttsar mi- 

ti4tn; iii¥=t v-nr-fo 

iflsgtlFn fte, ’iNt’n Fi44<*'^ 

vn^JIcW, t , ^Vi'hnii f^pii 

^PFWj ^ntsn® ^ ^ l^'Hi ^ tMioi % I 

^ aaPfq^'i^ annlh siR’nrpfl IftroTitfl 

i3^^tro(7) 

"Ut^ 3^1 31^ ^ TH 

TiatwR ^ (irfhs ^ ^ ^ 

M'lri). ttlS^ 'fliW*! Tf5(^^ ’ifeuntf 

^hs, 0^, I 


^#1 xtK 0^1 rg "nihretr (Jlsi 

resell-Tirpra, irnfl«*iis 


HR 

* 1 ™ TO 7i 

^ Ti 

fiwpjiW 

L, 

^34400 

THPIS 

S73>W 

inM 

w\ 

2. 'Fith 

5249W 

Wl^ 

134?jW 

545.97 

'IFI 

3, TTTH 

^itai 525200 

3nn^ 

Hr71,S3 

433.56 

HPT 

4, 

52SSOQ 

15WT?1 

Wl^ 

4.-4[> 

0.03 

■*TF1 

S. H=lis 

^fen- 

wn? 

704.29 

SS^hOO 

m 




iTOMS 

isDo.on 

i'fTWV) 
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Ride'll 

%tSI [1?!^) npRj ^^ ^ f 

TJtR ^ Ttnf SIR ^ ^ TOR ^ UFT 

‘H-'n tsf TOR XTR ^ sun ^ ’Jfltnl 

'n-^ ^ TOR ^ TOm OR ^ "917 ^ 

sAt ■n'lci twni^ *i^ TO f^rni) % I 

■*T-'nJ 1^1^*^*TO 'd*in ^ <ti'm ft?T ^irft t I 

^FTOll 43<US/)(M20Q8-^3nt3Tl^S55^-ll 
TOi 3WC 

^leiwOelhi, the 22nd Septembef, 200B 

S^O. 165S*—Whereas, it appears to thj; Central 
OowmiDerLt that Coal is Wk^iy to be obtained from the 
lands in the locality mcntiofied in the Schedule hereto 
anncited; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-seaion (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisitions and Development) Act. 35^57 (20 of 1957) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Centra) 
Government hereby gives notice of its iriientiofi to prospect 
for coal therein; 

The plan bearing number DG/8735 dated the _^fd Jn ly, 
2Q0E ofthe area covered by this notification can be inspected 
at die office of Chief General Manag]er(Expioration Division), 
Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana 
Place, KanJee Road, Ranchi or at the office of the Coal 
Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkolaor at the offtce 
of the District Collector, Ratgarh, ChatiiEgath. 

Al) persooE interested in the land covered by this 
notification shall deliver all mops, charts and other 
documents reharred in sub-section (7) of Section 13 of the 
said Act to the Chief General Manager (Exploration 
Division), Central Mine Planning and Desiga Institute, 
Gondwana Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi within ninety days 
from Ihe date of publication of this notification. 

SCHEDULE 

SAYANGNORTH BLOCK, MAND RAIGARII 
COALFIELD DISTRICT RAIGARH, 

chhatisgarh 

Plan bearing number DG/8735 dated the ^rd July 2008 


SI. 

Vjll 

Tliafla- 

Tdml 

ViLI Di Uriel 

No 

Ai» 

Mk 

AtKi 

Arun 

ilk 

HECiPKi 

KjciilJiVs 

l~ 

CItkrtiJl 


S24400 Raijjirlk 

S7T.U 

2^2 P^l 

Pan 

2 


K^[b4 

5246O0 hjk^k 

l.lflOCH) 

545.97 

EMn 

n 


KctIh 

521 IOC Bfliliaiti 

10?1 

■ip.i 56 

6nrl 

4 


Kwbft^ 

523506 

4.^6 


?nri 



Knri^la 





5 




7C4 I'i 

DO 

PirE 



Plira[hJji- 






U±rlk 






TOTAL 



3TQb flS 

1 soi^co 







[Atittl™- 






nitAwl^7 

jncfiVe*'! 



:tilfraT27,200«/afflft^ 5. 1930 


3467Qh0e—3 
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TUL GAZETTt: OF INDIA ;SnPn‘iVIBER27,2QOe/ASVITMA5,1930 [P/skT M— 


BOUNDARY DESCRtFnolN 

A-B The line st»rt at point * A’ in the forest $nd passes 
through middle part of Chirhut village and meets 
point in Ihc village Sarsadeva. 

The line passes through western part of village 
Sarsadeva and meets point ^C' in the forest. 

C-D The line turned and the forest Sarssdcva and 
Sayang village crossed and meets point ‘D' or 
the edge of forest Kosiari. 

D -A The line turn and meet point" A' gain int he- forest, 

(File No.4301S/1 (V200&-PR! W-l] 

_ M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Scov. 

sftr til *f ji i 

(tdiinrtsHT ftmrn) 
t|pra> oijtl 

T? 4 fetEsn:, 200S 
W, OT. 2696,-'‘¥tiiN tpri^fifirq 
7 ^ mUw c 1 ) (^) ^ if ’TOhr 

^ ^trrn i 1^ -riw ^ 

Pai'iR'ip ■feti ^ 

___ 

^ ^ ^TFT^ ?aj[fTn 

gJTT 

3T[7 ^ 

tu_f__ (V) ~ ^ 

\ (:77?r_VJ(iy lOiYi^ 

_ ^>TdOT) 

'Mrfcl1^ ^ y MI'T-^T ’^PT^ 

w. y ^ ] nnoi, ^ 

^TFry. ’^. ^ cT«n 

[TTf;^T;-pT=T^ f4.=^--il I 
TT. 1% -iTi^. Trg^ ( j 

MJMSTRV OK rCN^UMKR AKFAIRS. FOOD AM) 

rijiir jc; dis i KiFUirroM 

(r>t |in rhn l ilt o E cv»fi Su nicr A fin irs) 

fNJ:3iA>JSTANDAKJ:)S 
Nc^v■ Oelfii, lIk 4[h SL'p[cmbhL;]; 20IJS 
S . O, 2 —I r» p Lcr-^LJiijK'C! o C c l£ii] s tr f h) i >f s u fj- r u i f 

(ilot'Riile 7tiftlii; [lijiv;iuonndj\in SEandi^rdsHitk’s. 
tlie Mua\Tu oi Indiiiii StiaJld!l^d‘^ ficrchy nmitles \h\d dic^ 
hdi iiri S(4iid:flrds, pjriicuiiir'^ of uhith arc 'j,ivfn in (fic 
Schirdulc ^crdio eiiuiC^l^I Jmvi; k’c[i cs(;ihlij^hcd yn Lht 
daLe i)icljt::i(td dt^iiiti'iC C4i:li: 


5G1EDUU 


SI. 

74o. & Year t>f the 

Ni-j. tt Vc^rol'Endiaii 

Date 

No. 

Indian Standards 

Statidard^, iJ'any, 

of 


EsrablEhed 

S’upcT^el by the 




hfuvv Indian SfaiidEird 

Iij4ied 


0) a) _<£>_ _ (4) 

1 ES6773:3008 ES677M^78 IJiily. 

Sodium silicate for 
U5C in 

Spccitication 
_fsecon d revision^ 

Copy of the this Standard i.^ avjiilablc for siik with 
the Bureau of tndtan Standards. Manak F^liawan, 9 f^ahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, Ne^ Delhi -! 10002 n^nd Regional Offices: 
New Delhij Kolkatta^ Chandii^arh- Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices: Ahmcriahad. 13angalore, Bhopal, 
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, GiL^vialiaEi, I [ydcrabad, Jaipur, 
Kanpur.^ Nagpur, Parna, Pnne, TliiruvanunEhupiiraTin. 

[Ref Mi n I47i'-3lf 
Dr, (M rs.) SN l£H R E1 A'['[. .A, Se i eoE isi ^ f11 c^ad( Met 

4 r^TTfRTE. 2n(>^t 

J697,- ^TTWTi |yj^7 ^ 

ftTm 7 ^ ( I ) W‘ ^ 3rjWl ^ iTRfflTT 

^TPf^ (^) if TT^ % ^ 





qRrfbr 

H's'i 1 HM=h ^ 

^ ^ Jrh? ^il 

^7ie^R 

FfP] 

O) (2) 

1 " 1 


f L5.1b:2ffCJI 

^ TI^ ^ 

^ f?ni ^^-vi 
(7^) ^ 

?R 

(^Efl ^>JTF[) 

7HV:lT^ d?_VJ| :■ 
f-r^rTE 

!K ^n*?T. 200X 

^ 

jTTT frTT^ 

fT^R) ^ 

^ *4?^ Rrr^rfe 

^ -pri. 2IMIS 

'k H'M, :>(i(iit 


^ ^ ^T^J-iER ^ Wdi^T 


"Rin, 

RmV i I Q[d)2 , ■, . "4R.H4iM1 

?nWI ^iRtrTT; 31 r. H^d'-TVT, 'fr li-^F y I ri 
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T25n, 7m 41^ ^ ^^pisd f \ 

w. (uraar, 43iif^ t?p ng® 

New Delhi, the 4th Sepflefnbcr, 2008 
B, 0. 26^1 .pursuance of clause (b) of sitb-mic 
(l)or Ruk 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standard Ruks^ 1987, 
the Bm^eau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Tndian Slamlards^ particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the 
date mdicaied against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. & Year of the 

No. A Year of the 

Cuato rrom 

No. todianStandardfs) 

amoidmeuE 

which Ihc 

ainendtnent(Si} 


amendment 
shall have 
cRtcf 

(ij (2) 

0) 

(4) 


]. [S 1536:2001 

Amendment 

23 August 20<y3 

CeniriEugalLy 

Nd.2 

cast f!vnin> iron 
piress4ifc pipes tor 
watEp gas and 
sewage (tooirth 
revision) 

December 2003 


2. 151536:2001 

Amefldment 

28 August 2003 

Ccntrifugally 

N0.3 


■ casi (spun) iron 
pressure pipes tor 
wate,gasaml 
sewage (fourth 
revision) 

July 2008 



Cofpy of the this Standard is available for sale with 
the Bureau of Indian StandaindSp Manak Rhavan^ 9^ Bahadur 
Shah Za^Maig, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices; 
New Delhin Kolkatta^ Chandigarh^ Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Office: Ahmedabad^ Bangalore^ Bhopal, 
Bhubanesirwaf, Coimbatore, Guwahairip Kyderabad, iaipurn 
Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, ThiruvanarLthapuram. 

[Ref MTD6/r-10J 
Dr. (Mra.)SNEH BHATLA,StieutisrF& 
Head (Met Engg.) 

M 4 300S 

W* 3|T. 1698.— ^ f^p 1987 ^ 

7 ^ ■^'TPtR ( 1) ^ TTO (^) ^ ^Kd1^ 

^ wri^ t :- 

_ 

Ttert (4S) ^ ^ wn air ^ ^ ^ ftrf^T 

f 4925:1997 Tter 4, 25 3Pra, 2005 

TFIt^ ^ 2008 

^ irihi 


^ ^ irfNf ■HRdlO TTi^ 9 

^ 10002, iM 

*W!dl, ?rC|T TOW J 

^piFl^p'kTWF;, 

g^t w tJ 

’3^T^W ^ I 

’EL C?(iWh] ^ 

New Delhi, the 4lh September, 2008 
S.O. 698.—In pursuance of clause (h) of sub-rule 
(1) of Rule 7 of (he Bureau of Indian Standards Rulc^, 1987. 
the Buita*! ot Indian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Suindard^n particulars of which are givi;n in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have bocn c^KatiEShed on ihc 
dafe indicated against each: 

SI. NOr & Year oJ ihc No. & Year of the i>Me t'mnn 

No. tndian SUMidgr<k5^ afwndmeni which ihc 

afnendnicAl(s) 

^11 luvc 
ctFecr 

T 154923:1997 "Sitlertdrtli^ ^ 

Hollow steel No.4 

seciians for siructuraJ July. 2008 

me^Speoificatioti 

(second revision) _ _ 

Copy of this Standard is a^ athblc for ^aic with the 
Bureau of rndian Standards^ Manak Bhavan^ 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Ddhi-110002 and Rcgitmal Olftccs: 
New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices: Ahmedabad^ BangaLort, Bhopaf 
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore. Guwahati. Hyderabad. Jaipur. 
Kanpur, Nagpur^ F^a, Pune, Thinivananthapuram. 

[Rof MTD 19n’-30J 
Dr. (MrsO SNEh BHATLA, Scicnti$tT'& Head(Mct Engg.) 
M 1^ ftRlTOT^ 2008 

2699—’RTW ^ 1^, 1987 ^ 
'PPPT 7 ^ (])^^ ^ T? 

Tpt^prt «ri^ni ^ 1^4 

^ Prow ^ ^ tr : 

^ tfilfnd ■MKTtl4 ^Rcil*! riH4r T^OPTiT 

MWI HF-l-ft (^5 ^ 0RT airusufHfl Mu 

^ ^ RRffl^ HI*I41 

HH4»X 

<1) (2) f3j (4)" 

1. 14555:2008 M553tl99R Jl 2<HIS 

wi-wftfer 





'mE Cr A7 HI OF IN DIA: SI! P n ■ M 21, 2O0S/AS VrN A 5. \r^(i 


[]^kr [l ■■ Sir.3{ii)| 


(1) (2; __ i- l) _ _U) 

^ Pt^lHn^r %T W] 

^ i-i-=h<^- 

\.\f.7^ ■]-:7if'^nTi i 

i, ^ :::iiOX l(.l2^^V:|yK^, 31 '■ . M lOQ^ 

^ L0^^LJ'?fi4 ifrr 

■^l^i 1T ^r' ■^W’ 

AT|--T{.. 

J. H![- TITI 1?! 

!Wrr^;i urn l 

^ ^ lik 

^ ^ '-I fs ^ 15 "^r 

-T k-E f ■ .■;nk 

^rr^tC ^ vW wk 

9: FtVT^. FiH, ^ 1EOOOZ^ : 

’=if wW, T^. ^515^ fM ?rai 

"irrrj?, -qrz^, ’jc^ rrl’Sr^'l-ni'i.vH e 

l'^’^L^it[-^-\(t] 

■^J^\ ^ ^ 

New [>elhi. the 16’rh September. 2U0K 

Sr O. 269^,— In pLjriiULin{:u tjf clause (bl o\ sub-rule 
{1 ^ of Kuk 7 oItIic Bureau of Indian Sundsrds Joules, I 
the Bureau of Jiidian Standards hereby riolifies thul Ihc; 
Indian Standards. parHeuisirs of whith are g.iven m ilit 
Schedule hereto annexed have been cstablssihed oii the 
date indicated against each: 

SCHUJULi: 


SI. N'n Vi;;u A Titleof No.&Yearo1 Thu^; 

No. the I ndi Jtn St.i nd nrd? [nd ia n Stan LlaTd.^, F si -.ib I i sli L'd 
Ls1 ah I i s h;: J if .niy, 

SLjiersiided by 
[iu: New- IjidiUrt 
StLindnjLl 

(I) _ <-lj 

1 IS I4j^.^ N5':?:]'>03 ?1 JliK 2(i(iH 

.4iU[oou4ivv; vehicles--- 
Ap|>f^r:^UL^ fur ihK 
n^LiLi n I I'Cf] iL'111 lU 
enLLi:ii:;4 

ril'cxhiSiisr irom 
vi;hicli;s equipped 
wi^h t^Mnprcs^ioii 
i^nirion enuinc-^— 

Spe^ifLcanon 
(FirfU J^(:vinionj 


0 ) _m___^ 

? IS 1 sm : 2 I (31 Ju l> 2 \m 

Rfjadvelude^;^ KiS-U:iyS5-l 

Brak l: t;i»r.ln hi lev lts . i 11 lI 1.-! IN ?: 1'J07 

for two and Lhiui.' 
w- heikd mol or 
vehicles— Spec i libation 

y tS l5S02:2miH ?| .luK ^UOH 

Auionionvc icnick-: -- 
Wmdficrccn wipui.i: 
syslem for -1 wh^jek-rs. 
other lhan Ml t-.ilcp^uiy 

_ of -seh iclK K l-i| ■ ici 1 k 1 1 b- _ 

Copy of Lhii Sl:indaid avLiiJable lor saie with 
ihe Bureau of Indiao Si.-^ndords. Mariak Bhavun. 
9j Bahadur Shah /afar Maru^. Nutv Delhi-110002 imd 
Regional Officesi: New WWVb KolkaOa Chandigarh. 
Chennah Mumbai and hiKo BEmt')! <^1rkC‘^■ Ahmed 11 Kid. 
Banglore,BhopaI, Jihubanusliw nr, C nimbarore, L 1 li wahai i, 
Hyderabadn Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Puinu. 0uiu\ 
T hiruvd n an ih apura 111 . 

[Ref. 1113^.-161 
RAKFSi I KDMAlV Scknli-si 'f- ' ^ I Ec:sJ 
{'I l an.'ipon l-ng^ i 
^ Df^I. in f.HclHC :['m 
^.■3?r, 2700. 'FlTkrr VIJH.K ! 0S7 ^ 

7 ^ f ] ) "+■ : 7^ i 34^pFn F 'iTTFfE-1 

'^0 Cffl^y^i 70 ■ T tk FK'dr^ Hn-^ ^ 

^ FilFfqri FEkn tt ^Tn'W\ 

^ tt. '^iF 

^ 3fl7 ^4TFfRl ETW 

^ f^. ^ 

fe-h^i isrn 

3 . 3TTO J5?^tk:7(la^^ ^ 

^n^-'^TET TT +i|^ -I 
?irci ^ 

3fR ^ '^rrahi "RH^ Pn'jrr ^ ^iVn i 

w wn TiTTf yt'^ ■RKriiij ^ 

tTR^ '■), HPf. 

■fe#- 11WO 2 , 3Tn ^ sm RF f^. . 

rT^r ^7T!T31 V>nHiJI; ■i|^H';i'^!<, ‘■^>i4n. 
^TTw, ^rtsr==^g7;, 

^ (Ttn q feFT f i 

;.s ] 

*ni=riN. '?■ T^' yij^ f^4ET^) 








['mil—3{ii>J 


'TOf ^ 27> 2008/^nl¥m 5* 1930 
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’New Delhi, the I9th Sc|«einber, 2008 
S.O. 27011 —|npprsuaiice<^clau» (b) ofsuib-^ 
(I) of Rule 7 ofihe Bureau of [ftdjan Standaitls Rules, 19S7, 
the Bureau of Indian Stadulards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Standards, particulars of i^^iicb are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have boon established on the 
date indicated agamst each: 

SCHEMJiE 

Sir No. and Year of No. JL Year of Date of 

No. the Indian Standards Indian Standvd B^tablishHl 

Esiabiished if smy. 

Superreded by 
the New Indian 
StAffdfird 

T. IS 137SR;200S Nli July 2008 

Fishing NctS' method 
of Test for the 
Determination of 
Size- 

_ Open in^ of Mesh _ _ 

Hencefoith, this standard will be available ibr sakr 

Copy of the thb Staiidard is available for sate with 
H,Q- at Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan^ 
% Bahadur Shah Za^ Marg New Dclh^ 11<KQ2 and ks 
Regional Offices at New Delhi, Kolkatta , Chandigarh, 
Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch Offices at Ahmedabad, 
Bangakire, Bhopal^ Bbubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Ouwahalin 
Hyderabad. Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, 
Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref.TXrK>25J 

P, BHATNAGAR, Scientist'E 'a HeadfTexUles) 
19 300S 

^.3Tt 2701*—I9S7’^’fm't 
7 {!) ^ ^ (^) ^ ^ 

sbtni ^ ftr f^TB ^ 

■fern ^ ?nr wrPicTi^ w f 




^*1 

Wlfw 





BtTT aifiiippitr 

Wk 



HUdl^ 








Tfem ^ 


1, 

)S76S^0D« 


^ 2O0& 


^^|R-Vf4MERl4i 

aft aif*! 

- faiVrte 


^ ItfiraT ’RTTO ^ 
Wlp 9. TITF w? ^ 

1^!5?ft-n0002^ 3^ 

jj^iUkD p ^m^p 

Tftn >|d*n*K,’4^frf^ 't' 1^" Tiga ] 


New Delhi, the L9th SeptembeTp 2QflB 

S-O. 27Dli^—Tn pursuance of clause (b> of sub-rule 
(l)or Rule 7 ofthe Bureau of Indian Si^dardsRitfcea, 1987, 
the Bureau of Irutian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Standards^ particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed has been established on the 
date Indicated agairut each: 

^CHEDi^LE 


St No, & ’Year of No, ^ Year of Date of 

No* the IndLBT Siandards Indian Slandards, Established 

Est^lished if any. 

Superseded by 
the New Indian 
StBrdafd 


1. IS 15768:200* Nil June 2005 

Tertiles—Re^stance 
to Ignition of 
Upholstered 
Composites used 
For Non--Doincstic 

_ Furniture—Specification _ 

Henceforth, this standard will be available for 

sale. 

Copy of the this Standard is available for sale with 
H.Qh at Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Hhavan, 
9, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and its 
Regional Offices at New Delhi, Kolkaftta ^ Chandigarh, 
Chennai, Muinbai and also^Branch Offices ai Ahmcdabad, 
Bangaiore, Bhopalp Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, 
Hyderabadp Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune. 
Th Ltn vananthopuram. 

[RefTXI>^-251 


2m ^ fustft "SblT I 


P. BHATNAGARm Scientist 'E' & I lead {Textiles) 
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[Part II—&c;3(ii}| 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER27,2008/AS VINA 5,1930 

24 300® 

w, 2702.— ^ ^ 3Tra?!raT ?i^ ^ t % wi ^ n r ^nw ^ 

^Esei tRf OTJIeT h ^ ^11^ aT^R felftr^ 5M w 

3fk fl’ftwf Jpt ^ % ftni 7JE 3?nR^ra) H^fti ?ttn ^ ft? ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^f tfc t, ^ ftijni ^ 3T^tTra wiW ^ 

^ifttPIT ^ \iTFj; 

3rcr: 3W, Tfjs^ ^s)(rt<(*i 3#? ?gftR ^]$qHI^<1 (^ ^ 3lf?RjK gsf ^rS^I) 

1962 (1962 g?T 50], ^ eirt 3 ^ WIRT (1) gRI IRrl ^iMf ^ TRR ^ W ^ ^ 
wfR ^ ^ a^k ^ ^ aiRW ^ Rtw t: 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Rf(«l<d t, ^ tirffe ^ fwl'Htbl ^ ^ TiRff 

% ^ ^ ^ ^ wJI^ t, iflrR ^ 

Hf^H^n^-i ftrtFni ^ 1 ^ ^ fcP7 vj^ijVf ^ arft^jR ^ % ■hm'^ ^f -sft 

TTFft^l^t, ^ aJRIH Hi^'^em^'T TTRcT afrflH 8/5, ^?FT^ 

iiiK^^r ^ ^ WT, - 456010 1^ ftiftid 3f5ti ^ an^ ^ ^?ft>*TT I 

31^ 


rlD^rt irdWl futrti "^fTT Cl-Jtl : ^Ibyil^Tl 


QW 

vn TT 



1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 


161P 

0 334 

3. 


ns 

0 031 


['W. ^T* 3n^-JT015/30/200®-3?t.3TlT-ll] 

■q, 'hwwf, 


Ministn' orPcfroIeum and Natural Gas 
New Delhi, the 24th September, 2D03 

S,0.2702,— Whereas il appears :o the C'cntraJ Gtivcrnmcni that ii is necessary in the 
public interest that Tor transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the Stale of Gujarat to 
Bina in the State of Madhya trades)) should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas It appears to the Ceniral Governtnem that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the. right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (SO 
of (962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to ,icquire the right of user 
therein; 
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27, JOOB/awftq? 5,1930 _ 

Any person, interesied in the land described in the said Sehediik may withtn twenty one 
days from the date on which copies otUie Gazette of India oontaiiuns this tiotlfrcatlon are 
made available to the ptiblic, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri, Arvind Khare, Competent 
AiidioriQ', Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
g/5- "Vai^ali", Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain^Sb 010 (Madhya Pradesh), 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL rRAGHOGARH DISTRICT; GUNA STATE l MADHYA PRADESH 


&Ho. 

NAME OP VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO, 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

i 

4 

1. 

KAJAUVA 

161 Ppt 

0.334 

i. 

NALKKEDA 

135 

0.031 


(No. R-S101 Sffiim)e^.R,-ll| 
A.GOeHMMl, Under Secy. 


34 2008 

m, m im— tout ^ ?jli^ tt? affigrtra? ^ t % ^tri ^ «ii4Nr % 
^ dhr w ^ snira ^ ^irct atti^R irt w 

qigMdiqi 

3^ qiqqjiT E)t ^ qr^qdi^H ^ 5Rfhq*f % ti? t ^ ’JlPl 

^Slf^tPFT ^ f^RIT wfPj: 

3|*r. TRq5R, 3IvH 

1962 {\9Q2 W 50), tJS) ^ 3 T|S) WIM (1.) IRTt ^ JRfm ^ ^ ^ 

^ arfilqjR ^ 31^ ^ siq^ 3TT?nT q?) Tftw #: 

nilrp, ^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ fyptrasl ^ ^ 

% ^pjTtRT qS) TtW flwwm ^sntTT >J4day ^ ^ t, % ificl? ^ ^ ^ 

qi^Md i S'1 ftunj ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Rf^ qKR 

^ siripT mi^mhi^h S/5, 

^TRRiW ^ ^ qw, ^3^ - 466010 ^ felfesr Wi ^ ^ ^!TW| 

31^ 


T ^WHT : WM^ : wvqn 


m 

HPi ^PT 

sf ^ 1 


1 

3 

3 ! 

4 ! 

1. 


303 

0.06 

2. 


371 

0.014 

3, 


146 

0.13 


[m tr, 3tir-3iois/22/30o&-3it.siH-l( ] 
Tt.’TRdnft, Sim 
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New Delhi, the 24th September, 2008 

S. o. 2703.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for transportation of Crtide Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be Said by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire thtf right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which ts described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object In writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent 
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
</5 ‘‘Vftishali'', Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujpain456 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 

SCHEDULE 


TEHStL I TARANA DISTRICT : UJJAIN STATE I MADHYA PRADESH 


S.No, 

NAME OP VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

LALAKMEOI 

393 

0.05 

2. 

RUPAKHEDI 

37t 

0.014 

Z. 

BUKHARI 

149 

0,13 


[No. R-31015/22/200fl-O.R.-lll 
A, GO SWAM I, Under Secy. 


W. 2704.—THWe Tf? Siiqsfijfb ^ t % ’pRltl ^ ^ 

ept Wi|hcH 5-1 ftUT4 ^ ^ FldtcJ ^RTT ^ 

4, ^ 31^^ 4 gfSRT t3W MI^Mell^'f fewj JTWq t, % 

sifetpf? tpi f^ui wq; 

3Rf: 3W, 'fl'i'PlX, allT ofnyi (ig[f4 4 % Slf^TcfjR Jff[ ar^) 

1962 (1962 w 50), dit ^ 3 gj) (1) iriTT Yiffurq) gjr prtitt ^ ^ 4 

^ afirnr # t; 

^ ^^3?^ 4 qfaRT ijf4 4 t, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TO 

^ 5?fcRT[ vpTtiT ^ cfiTf ^ ^ 4t?R ijjf4 4? 4)4 

fsnJEj ^ 4? ty?i4 4) 3#?jR % 31^ 45 4 ^ =f!4PT 

^ 8/5, 4?ncft 

’THRUST W 4j qRT, - 456010 Ic4fijd ^ 4 4^ ^^^ 4 ^ 771 1 
















[ima- 


3(ii)J 


uror 27 , 200a/a»ift^ s, 1950 
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uBitM : ijl ftwr I flWip ^N*r; iiifljrtw 


WO 

rfffW wt inn 1 



1 

2 1 

9 

4 I 

1. 


162 

0.06 


[■W. ■^' 3fR-ilO15/23/aO0«-ait.3|Tt-!l 1 


* 


New Delhi, the 24111 Septomtor, 200Q 

S.O.'27<M,^ Wbereti it tfpem to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public inte^ that for trenspoctation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the Stale of Gujarat to 
Bins in the State of Madhya fowlesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline; it is necessary to acquire tha: right of user In land under which the said pipeline 
is propo^ to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Kow^ therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Ri^t of User In Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Govemment hereby declares its intention to acquire the rl^t of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days foom the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the pubUc, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
theioin for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri, Arvind Khaie, Competent 
Authority, Vadinar^Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
8/5 '^Vaishali”, Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Uliain-4S6 010 (Madhya Pradesh), 


SCHEDULE 



TEH8IL: Mo, BAOODIYA 

DISTRICT: SHAJAPUR 

STATE: M.P, 

S,N0, 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO, 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

~4 

1. 

SAGADIYA 

162 

0.05 


|No. R.31di 

A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


3467GI/tlB-4 
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24 2008 

wt w, 2703,-* ^ ^ 3r^T?^raj t ^«Rw ^pht it 

^ #ll THU ^ 3iraH ^ ’TRcI ^ftilPT fePits 51^ ^ 

aftr ^ ^ wr?n5^ ^ ?rat^ % ^ 1^ 

^ ^ ^if^^RT t, f^SRT^J w WT^ITf^ ^ ^ 'S(m^ t, % 

3frf&cf>R ^PT ar^ tJlTTT; 

ara; aaar, Wra afrr ^ ^ aif^r^ ^ ai^) 

1962 0962 cl?l 50), ^ 3 tl¥t \im\il iD ^ JT^tT ^rfrp^Ji w TT^ttry ^ Ijpl 

% 3tto7 % aiq# arm t: 


^ ^ ^ ^fi(?cf ijPr ^ f^ciq^ t, w ?n%3 ^ f^Rfept ^ aif^rg^^Fri ^ ^ 

^ 3rf^ TTmnq ^iR^lT ^ ^3^(131 ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ i?tfR ^ ^ 

WTpTT^ l^lwj ^ ^ ^s^nlr ^ % ar^ % 

qT#TR~#3T ^ arti^ qi?qcn^ a^mn f^tpif^r^^i 8/6, 

^ibrNt w % W, - 456010 (q^zm^ ^ ffri^ m ^f aiKt^ ^ mViri 


ftm : TPMT : 


M . 

TTR ^ 

?Tfl =m 


1 

? i 

3 

4 . 1 

1. 


670 p 

078 



629 

0,00 



a3D 

o.oe 



isez 

009 



131S1/2 

002 



1319/3 

020 

2 

TBr?rj^r 

ie 

002 



ie 

o.oe 



3^7 

010 

3. 


23 

0.17 

4. 

Tton 

729/2 

0.26 

6. 

fiifT’rm 

1193.^1 

0.04 

€. 

5fW=) 

569 

1,B5 



Q19 

C23 



1286 

0.34 



2596.'2 

0.21 

7* 


573 

0.03 



45 

0,05 



56-^ 

G.oe 


[^H ^T. ^-5l0l5/13/2(>04-3(Tt,-^-|l] 
’q. 5fm 







[i|FTn--TO3<ii)]. 


W^W1?;1^ni^27,.20Ci8/«ffI^5,1930 
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N«w Delhi, ihe 24th Septomtwr. 2008 

S. O. 2789;,-- Whems it appears to the Centivl Government that it is neoeasity bi die 
public interest dut fbr transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Oujaiit to 
Bins in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appeors to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under i^ich the said pipeline 
is propo^ to be laid and i^ich is described in the Schedule annexed hetelo; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confened by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipetlnes (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1%2 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the rl^t of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may whhin twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri> Arvind Khare, ‘Competent 
Authori^, VaduMT-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman ReBneries Limited, 
8/5 “Vaishali”, Near Nanekheda Bus Stand, Uliain>456 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL : BADNAWAR DISTRICT r OHAR STATE ; MAWYA PRADESH 


8.NO. 

NAME OP VILLAGE 

SURVEY MO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

DOTRIYA 

670 P 

0,76 




0.06 



830 

0.06 



1262 

0.09 



1319/2 

0.02 



1319/3 

0.20 

2. 

BAKHATPURA 

16 

0.02 



16 

0.08 



321 

0.10 

3. 

TIT1PADA 

23 

0.17 

4. 

SANDLA 

729/2 

0.26 

5. 

TILGARA 

1193/1 

0.04 

6. 

MULTHAN 

569 

1.85 



910 

0.23 



1286 

0.34 



2596/2 

0.21 

7. 

KHACCHt SARODA 

673 

0,03 



678 

0.20 

8. 

KAROOA 

45 

0,05 



56/3 

0.08 


|No. FMl0t5/13/2l)04-O.R,-ll] 
A. G08WAMI, Under Secy. 
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ftiHl), 24 (flu'll, 2008 

TO TO 2706.— ^ ^ ^ 3ffcnw^ irfjlT ^tcTT t % ^fORfcT ^ ^ 

if #-11 ^ ^ arraH ^ aff^TR ^ 

^ ^rf^; 

^ WTFnrr ^ ^^^tcr ^ ^jfii 

if,'^ ^ t. ^ WWT ^ t. tt 

^(feitpivi tJJT f^P^T 'Srpjl 

tot: m, afk Tsf^ ^ ^ 3#7pr? tpt 3t^) ^rRitor 

1962 (1962 <551 50), gSf cirt 3 (1) gm T15 tT tPT ^ ^ Tjft if 

wff^ ^ ajuk ^ ^ snrif 3Tr?w ^ t\ 

^ ^ ^ ^ f^tfW t, "3^ TTT^tTJ ^ ^ ^ TTRcT 

^ 7R^ ^ -mm ^jRTn ^ ^ ^ t, ^ te ^ ^ ^ 

^ % f^ g^T^rVi % 3|[^c|)H ^ ii flft 75 ^, 

Hifsl^Wf^t, tJTftTTR-sfHr 3IT7rpT TOTcT 3il+in f^Pf^'®, 8/5, 

HTHITitei m 7^ ^ W, - 456010 ^ felfeH if 311^ ^ 71^ I 

3t5^ 


9l^«i : 


tiUVnin 

. -h r-H-H - 

i Wf 

tT ■ __ 

[ ^ ^ _l 

------—1 

t 

t —5 H 

r 3 1 

,„„_ ■> u 

1. 


^ 902 

0 07 

2. 


4 

0.07 

3. 


326 

0..04 



329 

0-C9 


■^ijd^nJT 

S9 

0.63 



107 

G.14 

5. 


552 

0-10 

6. 


73 

0.23 



265 

0.15 



236 

0.07 


" 

[ TiT, 7t. 3JT^-3igis/17/2006-^.^ ■ n J 







[win—'ftwp^ar, 1930 _ 

Now Delhi, the 24th September, 2008 

S. O, ITIXE - Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is neoessary in the 
public interest that for transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bine in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refttieries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Goveniment that for the puipose of laying such 
pipeline. It is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conforred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (SO 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to (he acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvtnd Khare, Competent 
Authed^, VadinaivBina Cnide Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
8/S “Valshali", Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjatn-4S6 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 


SCHEDULE 


DISTRICT ; JHABUVA STATE ; MADHYA PRADESH 


1. ZHABLIYA 

2. SOYALA 

3. AL1SIYA KHEDI 

4. SEJALIYA 

5. BEGANBARD1 

6. LALPURA 


4 

326 

329 

99 

107 

SS2 

78 

285 

286 


1 tap 

S-No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO, 

area IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 


ao7 

0.04 

0.09 

0.63 

0.14 

0.1 

0.23 

ai5 

0.07 


SW 


[No. R*3101&17/2008-O.R,-II] 
A. QOSWAMi, Under Secy. 
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m aw. 27o?.^^P^ ^ ^ tmi ^pracT ^ if 

^ ^t’TT ?T^ ^ % ^Rq^i ^ TTRtI iS)l»ni |[M ^ 


gfk ?175!)R ^ ^ ^ STra^IJ^P ^ ^ t ^ 

^f. ^ gMlel<d 31^^ ^ srf^RI t, fvTfT^ W?fi WTe^ ^ W TR^im t, ^Wf^T t* 


SRT; 3W, TR^PR, afR WTeTirr ^ '^4^Vl ep arto? ^ 3r^?t) aii^qiT 

1962 (1962 gjT 50), ^ gni 3 # wm [1) 5Rr ?riW ^ fq, ^ ^ 

ip 3toR ^ sroS’f cfj^ % an^ aii^N' ^ m 1'4 “II tp'ttfl 


U{Rp, ^ 3l^’qj4l ^ ^ ^ lensttS %, Cl!'?)<3 Rl'tl'Pl ^ ^ 31R?T 

^ '{|'#IH5( ^ flicPIT iC1|t|l'(*'l 'Jl'icll ^ ^ ip I'ftcr? % ■'fltl 

lejuT^ wTT^ % f^nf 'Stl^ yH4lVl % 3fR(qj|t 31^ ip ifl*^^ 4 3ft 3Rf^^ flSPT 
??|f2l^, qT # T R- ^ ^ 3FRTH llRtl SrPTH fcftilt^, 8/5, 

6RT % MW, «>r^n - 456010 (Tit!4>f^?i) ^ f^Rati MPtl ^ ^ «ib*ii I 


Tl^<(|*f ; fiisn : : >Wr4^I 


w 1 

KnT mr 

^r# ^ 


1 

2 

i 

4 1 

1, 


460 

006 

2 


392 

0.10 



SQd 

0.06 



529 

004 


['w. «r<•'^1o■^s,^18/2008-«^^.3lR:-|j] 

New OeiPi, the 241h September, 2006 

S.O. 2707.-~ Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that fbr transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, U is necessary to acquire th^ right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 







w TT Mvi'n i 17, St 19M 


540» 


Anypexsdn, iiiteM9ttdiiilfae tkscribed in the nid Schedule may wHbin tvvnity one 
days from ibe dste en which oo|iies of the G«2ette of India oontoiniiig this notification aie 
made available to the public, object in writing to the ao(|ui$itio(n of the right of user 
difaretn for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khan, Competent 
Authority^ Vadmar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
tfS '‘Vai8bati”« Near Nanakbeda Bus Stand, Ujjain-4S6 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL: NA8DA DISTRII 

3T : UJJAIN STATE: 

MADHYA PRADESH 

S.II 0 . 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

^1. 

RAMABALODA 

430 

0.06 

2 

SURJAKHEDI 

392 

0.10 



506 

0.06 



529 

0.04 


[Mo. B-3lOl6rt8/2008K).aH|] 
A. GOSWAMt, Under Secy. 


24 2O0e 

btr, wr. 27M.—. loiatht ^t^|fora>r eftr db Pi**ifeRafl 1^. 

9.11 J99 # 3280', i^, 24,12.99 3673, ft. 30j032000 ab 791 efiT ft,10,072001 ^ 

ft »nEqiT ^ ft?r ’flron t fft ft ^ ^ R'<Rc, 

3ft7 g^^ % qftan bg ^ ^ ^ ^ iRspm, 

ft an eiftan? ifirilft ^ b #dtft srt 

wraif^ ftWUT ’tufiw; 

3 ftT wiafft ^ wftr bt airfoasR % ft?m, 1963 ft 1 ft 

artiH 3 ii|ftra d|^. ^ rnffim b itrra ftt ordi^eRT, 11 .062004 

^ 1427 gM fti( ^R9iR, fftrbp 15,122002 ftt ft?pt <f nign«n^ ftwi^ ft 

uqiriH nb 'HHiU’i ftfft tillbo ftt b; 

aw, berti tiR?T ftWfftrFT fotfbfts ftt ’Jft ft ft aiftw ft ftifta 

fi ua i eH ft ft b^wuftft 4bRH ^ ^cqw ft ft Iop? 

WtctiFf ftwft ^ t ; 

sfk uwlft wt^rs^ ft ffttj atw b citj ft atfo^ ft ftt 

ft! Tffw ftNfifan iciPJts ab sr^*# bft ft #ftlft fftftt® ab ab^ 

3iu.!^ "idt ft ; 

3fi7 owfft ft?r aT^a»i 7 ab agfttr ar tbarr Ifta ’'Tift a? ^ a? ftiaRi t ift ftilftf ftangaft ft 

?ia> OTa ft 4Ran ft ai^awf ft ^ 

arblftcT b; 

afR amft, ^ atfirPRw ftt ain 6 ab tnai (4) gM mar arfbaaft an afttn a^ft fa fts aRana 
fJibar ftciT t fft abfoa ft abifea araat^la ftntaasH cia> g?aia ft 

ft Ifta a!(Mctie*i fosnft ft ffta araar b^f^a-n ftf’ftbam ^ati ijpi ft >s4iftT an 

aifijw ^ ana ft ctT ai^ t a#R aR?T b^Hftaa anftftJH Iftiftt? gRT ai^a^fiia Ibwia anftft; 
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.’TT. 

aft ^ rtw f?||ar 


' fTIc-gcpq^ 

fvTtTf 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 

(^. 9,1159 gfT 3280 




457ff 



(?st^ ^.8) 










2 

24.12.90 ^3673 

^^^Twt (S3) (ifflRj nB) 

^puyii^ 





43r4*HI-S "(Sc#ili 11,9) 






^j37j 






ari^idr (sara ^34) 

srt^ 

^■-'l 




(i^rraj ^.5) 






Tf.6) 









WlTl 







3 

1^30.32000 w 791 

LjtrqUtfqiicr (^J) 



■ 



^J37] 






^j34) 

3Tlel4r 


^5T5r 



"4.5) 

! vyt)TT;p?R 




(«alhfr ?f,6} 







TT'ill'fHH 

‘Pm 






^ ! 







4 

: ft.10.72001 35t 1624 

^,10} 




'_^ 





^ ■ 


NewDelhiJhe24thSeptBmber. 2008 


['W. ^flR-31C1S/27/2O0a-3iT,3TR-||] 

p. 'AwihT, 


Sl tt J788.—Whereat by the notifications of the Government of Indfo in the Ministry of Petioleum 
ond Natural GOS nembeT 3280 doted 9.11.99. 3673 doled 24.12.99791 doted 30.3.2000 and 1624 
doted 107.2001 in the following schedule, the Central Governrrteni directed that Right Of User in 
said land vest in the Petronet CCK Limited free from all encumbrances for the purpose of laying 
pipePne for the transportation of motor spirit, supeiior Iterosene arid nigh speed diesel from the 
Irimpanam instollallor of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, Irimpanam, Kochi in the Slate of 
Kerala to Korur in the State Of Tamil Nadu and pipelines should be loid oy M/s.Petronet CCK 
Limited; 


And whereas, by notificoli'on of the Government of Indio in the Ministry of Petroleum ond 
Natural Gas S.O . 1427 doted 11,06,2004, os required under explanation-1 of the rule of the 
Petroleum pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules 1963, the central government 
declared the dote 15,12*2002 as date of term-ination of operotion in the State of Kerala after the 
pioeline hos been laid: 

Now, M/s. Bharat Petroleum Corp or ration Limited intends to loy ATP pipeline tor the 
purpose of tronsportotion of ATF product from BPCL's Kochi Refirtery to Cochin international 
Airport at Nedumbassery through the ROU in the said lond: 

And whereas Petronet CCK Limiled has no objecfion in permitting Bharat Petroleum 
Corporotion Limited for loving ATF pipeline in the some RQU used for laying Cochin-Cdmpotore- 
Korur pipeline; 


[Hffn— _27, 200»/MlftTT S> 1930__ 5411 

Awl Whereas Cenirti ftovemment after corttWerina ttw request, satisfied tho) the soid 
land ore required for laying ol ATF pipeline for transportatlori of aTF product from Kochi Refinery 
to Cochin (niemationbi AirpOrt 

And fuiitier. in exercise of the powers confeoed by section (4J of section 6 of the sdd 
act. the Centra Government hereby directs that right of user in the said land shall be used by 
Bharat Petroleum Corporottoh Limited for laying ATF pipetine from Kochi Refinery to Cochin 
Intemotfonol Airport and pipelines Should be laid by M/s. Bharat Petroleum Corporotion Limited; 

SCHEOVLE 


SI. 

Mo, 

S-OJMo. 
end Data 

Nome of Village Tolufc 

District Slate 


1 

2 

3 4 

s 

6 


1 

3280 doled 9.11.PP 

Paotrfeoddv’u [Block No. 5] 

AlUVO 

imdhjiam 

Kerab 



Perakkodovu (Block Nd,6) 

Akivo 

Emokdom 

Kerola 



KurnfiAdro 

Pdrdvur 

^nokulcuTi 

Kerolo 

2 

3673 doled 24,12.99 

Tl^rHckakorolN) (Block No.6] 

Kenoyannur 

Einolkulom 

Kerala 



Kokkdnod (Block No.9| 

Kanoyonnur 

Brnokukim 

Kerob 



Alijva Mest [Blocbc No^7| 

Alu^o 

ErnokulQm 

Kerala 



Alrtjva W^t tBk>ck No.34) 

A1UVQ 

Emokolcrn 

Kerola 



PorakkCiddvu (Block no,S| 

AluvO 

Ernakutarn 

Kerala 



Porakkodovu (Block No.6} 

AKjvo 

Emakulom 

Kerolo 



Kodungeiiur 

Parovur 

Brnokuioim 

Kerala 



Kotumallur 

Porovur 

ErrxakulaFri 

Kerala 

3 

791 doted 30.3,2000 

ThHkfcakaro North [Block NO.fijkonoyoinrujr 

Emakulom 

Koraio 



AluvaWest (Block No.37) 

AhJvO 

Ernokulom 

KerOb 



AJuva W^t fBlc5ck No.34] 

AlUVO 

Ernokulom 

Kerolo 


' 

Pcuokkodovu (Block No.5] 

AluvO 

ErryakuioiTi 

Kerola 



parakkodovu (Block Mo.6| 

AlUVO 

Bmokulom 

Kerala 



Kumukaro 

Popovur 

Ernakulom 

Kerola 



KarumcUur 

Porovur 

Err>akolom 

Kerolo 

1 


KodungoUur 

Paravur 

Ernokulam 

Kerab 

4 

1624 doted10.7,2001 

Thlruvamkuiam (Block M0.10[ 

Homayannur 

BriOkLilam 

Kerab 



Kadungolhjr 

Pordvur 

^Qkuloin 

Kerolo 


A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy 


2 * 200a 

eir, 2709,— 4s{l*r ti't'r>ix, ’•run 'hx'pix "Si ^ 

1 2005 ^ 1996 ^ ansftcR,^ aft? A v5M^Vl % 

fr> anS^T} 1962 (1962 (f>f 50) ^ ejRl 2 frr ^ ^ ^ 

tlcRSRT ift SRirePT), ^ 

^ wil^i'd fr> w ft >Fifri 4>Fft ^ artErf^PPr ^ WcT 

fr> airrftrT, ^ aftRf^s'f^r tTcf> ^ 

SRT 3i1«icT arRaft^ ft itRfi: 4*fift^?FT fetiftt? brt TT^ttr^ 

fttmft fts fctq fr! ^ qst H l t fr^ tlRtn t t 

[?», ft. 9IR-3lOlS/27/2003-3ft,WT II ] 

% i||wih 1, areTTif^ 


34e7Gt/D8—5 
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THE gazette of (NDT a : SEPTEMBER 27,2008/AS\TNA 5,1930 [ t ’aji7 11— Sec . 3( it)] 

Mew Del hi, the 24th September. 2003 

S, O, 2709r^|n modiffcotion of notificotion of Government of indio in the Minisfi'y of Petroleum and 
Nofural Gas S.0.1996 dated I'* Jure. 2005 and in porsuonce of douse [a) of secllor 2 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelirres (Acquisitions of Right of User in Land) Acl, 1962, the Central 
Government hereby authorizes Shri.P,N,Mohanachondran, Manager (Legal Adminfstrationj, 
Petronet CCiC Limited, to perform the functions of the competent authority for ioyirfg an ATF 
pipeline by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limlled from Kochi Refinery to Cochin International 
Airport, in the ROU acquired by Petronet CCK Limited for Cochin-Coinibotore-Korur pipeline, in 
addition to his function of the competent authority tor Cochin'Coimbatore-Karur pipeline, under 
the said Act within territory of Kerala, 

[NO.R-31015/27/2008-O.R,-II] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


26 2008 

uTTff ^rrf^ i 

3ft7 ^ TRflcT ^ t ^ LII^LJ^^H flrUT^ ^ ^ 

arl^'ticni ^ ^ ^ ^ stf^Tcfr? ^ 

^HlcfStilch t i 

iPT aiTfillRiJ-H, 1962 (1962 ^ so) ^ ?TRT 3 ^ [l) 

Htoflf ^ yTTHr Tpi m .stwi ^ 

^ oniki A 

vrpItTT ^ yJToTST UiVI iJlIdl iJU^hlif-l f^ht ^ 
■rikR. »jfk vjuijkf 7^ ^ tjt ^ ^ qr^^Mdi^d 

if wfer A fciRsJd ^ # stn. m wt {^id^-h), 

afRi^ flbiLi'f^H f^f^r^, 'qi^Lfcdr^’h qfeitoT, ^ 719, 4 crmr, 7 A^ 

1 ^'idk-560043, cfRrCTF Vi A^ 1 




’W] »TTH 





arR 


1 

2 

3 

4 

s 



i^wft S 'hMT 


0 36 31 




41 


[■95r.R ■3TTT-25l'11,'',VZCi07-3n,m [J 



[win— 


HWI ^ 27, 2008^<Hl[>«R S, 1930 


TTa- 
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Ktew Delhi, the 26th Se plember, 2008 

S. O. 27181^ Whereas, It appears to the Central Government, that it is 
neceasaiy in the public imere^ that for the transportation of petroleum products from 
Devanagondht to New Bangalore International Airport Devanahaili in the Stale of 
Karnataka, a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited, 


And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land described in the schedule annexed to this 
notification' 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of 
the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty 
one days from the date on which the copies of this notification, as published in the 
Gazette of India, ate made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline under the land, to 
Shri.R.RJannu, Competent Authority (Karnataka), Indian Oil Coiporation Limited, 
ATF Pipeline Project, No*719, Ground Floor. 4th Cross, 7th Main, Kalyna Nagar, 
1st Block Bangalore-560043 (Karnataka). 


SCHEDULE 


Name of the Vlllaga 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division 

no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

L 


1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

. 6. J 


Hobli; Jala 
DHUMMAI^AHALLI 


41 


36 


31 


[F. No. R-250'l1/3/20D7-O.R.-l I 
S. K. CHITKARA, UnderSecy, 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 27,200*/ASVINA 5,1920 


[Paat ll-*S£C.3((i)j 


SrR VtSFlF HiUH-U 
^ , 29 arTW, 200fi 

^ 142 ^ MJlCr i7 ^ ?dl«l4K ^ 

^ TRSpra ^ ^ +•4+14'! ^ 

3|^V 17 ^ 3^'sf)r'r4t Slfu^iTiT, 

’^TH 1221/08) 

TTT^ 28-a'2008 ^ W ^37T ?ni 

[^. Tl^-!2012/4|,'2004-3Tji. m 11)] 
Tlf^ 'S^ :Mr>75Til 
ministry OF LAUODR AND EMPLOYMENT 
Npw Delhi, the 2 9 [h August, 2008 

S,0, 2"tl,— In pufsuarcC of SCftion P ;tf the 
Ifidustriaj Disputes Act, 1947 (M of 1947j, ihe Centtal 
Gcl^■£m^nt](^ hereby publishes the award (ReV. Ni;. [?.7 1 - OS} 
cf the Induitriai Trihunah Ahinedabsd (Gujarat) ai bhowii 
in the AnneMjr^; fn the industrial dispute bLilueen the 
managesrnen- of Allahabad Bark and their w(Mi^rT^er). wJuch 
was received by the Cesitral Goveinmentc^n 

(Nu.[.-?20imt.a004‘'IR(3^!l)l 
R A .1 lUDER. K [;iV] ARDii^ k {:>fticet 
AS^vxum 

;iLKJR£^liHIR:t.DAVE.PRFJ>ll>INGOFFK;KK 
l\f)t.CTRUL rKimmUAHMEr>AllAl> 

ti^-fertnee (ITC) No *221 m 
(IJlii) Ftefcrfiiec(C;X.J.T.A) Nti. 1456 

AJlV-m^rMOh 

^TKT^VCF_^ 

Thv Ar.:d^rji^[ Gur-e/^l Mj4[i[ii;L:i\ 

Al!ahab:?d ink. 

Rcgiaiiiil QJ'^i^■e. 

2nd Idoor, Navm I luljesc, 

Op[> I'afcl !iiewa^iiniai flhav.jrir 

C.G. Rui-^d. SLividnupura. 

A h i fi;;■ 5 {G u i u raf) . -1-' Snarly 

AN[> 

ShriSuni!^ iV.e!. 
rh=i A 
Shrin;i[h^ V:-'.pLw. 

S^^.=^s[jk ihick S<;i ii'ly, 

Nlmi- ShrmMi \ V-rhio. 

Al!l)^lJ| I4 (>.il 1, RhcNir. 

Suca'.-^ r: Ch ■.ji'irM i . . . S^-’l l -.r :d l>. i:[\ 

Dispiilu pc:M: )!i:e. ni 
r-:rti’iira!tu'::i ■.-ii'-l-e 
scrvic'Ci dv 
^Yc'r!u’):.in. Si'.ri S.jr^d K- 
r^itci 


APPEARANCES 

Advocte^ Ms, S. N, BhavsEir for the first party. 

Advocate, Shri Hitesh D, Katliarrjtiyg for the Second party. 

AWARD 

C The Utnier Secr;,^t[:ry, Minisiry of Labour, 
Oovenunem of Endia, New Delhi has referred to Lh is Tribunal, 
the dispute between above parties, for adjudication, vide 
its letter dated ZT-Cb-IDOd. The diispuic is shown in the 
Schedule as under:— 

5ClSlJJt.'LE 

'^Whether the action oftiie mana^einenLofAllahahad 
Bank through the Asii^lanl General M^sujult in 
rerniinating the sen'ices of Shri Sunil K, Patel by w-jy of 
^di?miS5^sl uiihout notice" w e.i; 3 “j-2M] is legal, proper 
and justified? If net, what relief The conccnicd 
workman^ SIitf Sum) K. Potel ii entitled tn and bom 
which dale and ^vJiai otiicr Jiiections are necessary in 
the matter 

2 Both the parties ure served with notice and panics 
appeared before ihe Inhuual Hirousb their Advocaicii. 

i. In the course of hearing The fnat[cr, the second 
party has filed withdcnwol pinshis E\. IE and subnhiicd 
before this Tribunal Huu as die second partv ^nd the firsi 
party Bank has set [led the nuulcr, the isecond parly warned 
to withdraw this maiicr :i[id ‘^(Kigh1 tor pennisskTii lo 
withdraw the Refetonoe 

4. In view t>f these isiribtnissionsn ihis frilninjl 
recorded ihe withdra^vul puiiitiij erjuiii^g sht: pcrnu-niion 
to withdraw the Reference as prated for. TIicrelOLC. 1 pass 
the following order in ihi:^ jicibi ence. 

(miiKR 

The withdeav. ntji shi^ l:\. I ! 2 > nl lowed and 
permission is yranied lo '.s iLUdrow dii^ Koicrence as pi aved 
for. No order as To tl^c l-li .l^. 

Date: 3N7.200Ii WR f>AVL. l^rCMdiiJv Dlliccr 

W.OT. 2772.— r'TiTK ■iT^'Tfwr, 1^)4 ■ l 1^47 

^ 14 ) ^ 'JTTT 1 7 11. fI, '41, T^. 

^ Tra'fJrf^ ^ tFEil VR ^ 'TTF. 

sflatfiR- F ijl^i|ljr-+ jTTFTNT^ 

4F!?4l '.S'4 2ij(i!^l ^ y+.TlTRT FTFTT f. ^ 
717^ I '/ 201'^il TFl ^3n ejii 

[71, TlrT 4?'H2 FT|, SIR {FMlF-ir)! 

'^FRR RTf. TP3I 

New Ddhi. Ll-x M SiTN-mS^LT, :()(»« 

S.O. 27)2.— l:i p[j!..-^UhmLe ul'SecLion )^ dJ'[ he 
Indusjiirial Dispute^; Act. !'>47 (lA of 19421. [lie Cciui-al 
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:ftra»W27;2008/3l(ft^ 5, 1930 


[’HR n-W»« 3(ii)] 

Goveniiinentberafcypublishs^ (R«C Na t5i34r2i(}0$) 
of lihe Ifbduanial Ttibuml, A]iinedabad<Ouja«t)as dunwi in 
the Annexure in the industrial dispute bet>Meeii the 

) ii M iji y .i i w iaftffi«itiiinagarElectricalDivi3lorL CoUnlPublLic 
Wa^De|»ttiiieifU,2W-A/14,^]uS^,flr^ woricmen^ 
which was rectived by the Centtnl CoiviemiiKiiit on 1-9-2CI0S. 

[No. M2012/18] WM54R(CM-II)1 
AJ AV KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE INDUSIRIALTRIBUNAL(CEISTRAL>AT 
AHMEDABAH 
BEFORE SHRl V, P. BHATT 
Reference (ITC> 1534/08/ 

Old No^ Reference (C.C.IXA.) No. 175/60 
ADJUDICATION 
BETWEEN 

1. The Executive Engineer (Electrical), 

Gandhinagar Electrical Division, CPWD, 

Second Floor, N Inman Sadar, 

SectDr-W/A,CHH-3, 

Gandhintigar. 

2. The Assistant Engineer (Electrical), 

Central Public Works Departtnert, 

Baroda Central Electrical Sub Station, 

Dak Bungknv, FaiehgunJ Circle, 

Vadodara (Gujumt) - 390 003, 

3. The SuperintendiTig Engineer [Electrical), 

Central Public Works Department, 

Mumbai Central Electrical Circle, 

Second Floor. New' C.C.O, Building 
New Marine Lines. 

Muiiibai400 020, 

4. M/s. Swastik Enterprises, 

2/44-A-14, Kalu Sarai, 

Behind Hauz Khaa T erm i nal, 

HaiizKhas.NewDelhi-nOOI6, ...First Party 

AND 

Shri Vtjay Haribhai Pamiar& 5 Others, 

10/1701, Sanskar Nagar Apartment, 

NearOayairi Nagar, 

Gotri, V^dam (Gujarat) - 390 02! ,. Second party 

appearances 
S hri R. S. Munshi for the first party. 

No one appeared for the second party, 

AWARD 

This Industrial Dispute between the above said 
parties was referred by the Desk Officer, Govemnient of 
India- Ministry of Labour, New Delhi vide order No. 
L420l2'181/2005-!R(CM-ll)(laled 14-09-2006 toihe Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
Ahmedabad for adjudication under Section 10 (1) of the 
tndusiria] Disputes Act, 1947. The said dispute was 


subsequently transfemd to iMa Tribultll hy order of (he 
compelem authority. The dispute between the panties 
relates to the following demands of the woriaiwncoitccnned. 
‘^Whether the action of the management of Centml 
Public Works Department, Gandhinagar in 
tetmiiiating the services of Sh. Vijay Haribhai Pamnar 
and 5 others from the date of their respective 
termmation as lis^eticlosed, is legal and Justified ? 

If not, to what relief the concerned workmen are 
entitled T 

After the case was transferred to this Tribunal, the 
nttfices were sent to the parties. H appears that thcie are in 
all six woTkinaicOftcemed In this case. The main workman 
is Vijay Haribhai Parmar of whose address is given in the 
order of Reference. Said Vtjay Haribhai Pannar was served 
as per Ex 5 bo we ver, neither be nor h is fellow wwfcmen asc 
attending this Tribunal, It therefore appears that none of 
the workmen have any interest in this case. This Reference 
case tSfUieneibrc, dismissed for want of prosecution. Order 
accordingly with no order as to costs. 

Ahmedabad 
Dated: 8-8-3008 

Y, P, BHATT, hiiLstrial Tribunal (Central) 
^ 1 2008 

■qn^sfir. 2713,—^^i^ 1947 ( 1947 

^ 14) 

xw>ina ^3ftT rn'i'niO ^ 3t^tl 

a^ltlPlcF afrfWKIOT/SR -9191619 

^ f, "aif 

tR+ii qft I-9-200S qi)tir<Ti3rr«iTi 

[R.T5fT-400l]/26/95-3ni aiTT. C^.^)] 

’ ^*iR rfl^, SlftRilft 

New Delhi, the 1 st September, 2008 

S.O. 2713.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 [14 of 1947). ihc Central 
Government hereby publishes rhe award (Ref No. — jof 
the Induspial Tribunal/Labonr Court, Ahmedabad as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation 10 the maragemeni of Department t)t' 
Posts and their workman, which was received by the Central 
GovBTtiment on 1-9-2008, 

[No. I.-400]1,'26/9S-1R(DU)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Dcskomtcr 

ANNEXLRE 

BFFOKESHRIY.P. BliAlT, INDUSl'KlALTRIBUNAU 
AH M EDAB A]),CIJLJAWAT 

Vadodara No. Uef. (ITC) No. 4of 1996 
CG1T, A^bad No, Ref. CGlTA No.34 of 20117 
(Slatelndlribunal, A’bad No. 

Reference (1T-C) No. 1585 oflOOR 
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ADJUDICATION BETWEEN 
Man^ment of Post: Through 
LThe Chief Posr Mgsrer General, Ahmedabad. 

2' The Sr. Post IVtastern Kaopura, V adodara.. 

3. Th e SSP Vadod ara. .. P irst party 

AND 

The woitaTLen .Second party. 

In the mafter nftertninatioia ofservkeofShn G.S. Dudhw^la. 

APPEARANCE 

Shri PM Rami> (he learned Asaisont Govt. Pleader for (he 
first part>'. 

Shri llharat T. Majmujar, the learned Advocate for the 
second party., 

award 

The Ministry of Labour in Govemnnenr of India 
referred this industrial dispute beiwccn the aforesaid parties 
vide its order No. L-40011 /26/'95-IR(DU) dated 27-06') 996 
firstly to the Indu^tha] TriburaL Vadodara. Sub^equently 
on establishment of vGlT-conid.abour Court here at 
Ahmedabad. this dispute was [ransferred to the iaid CCilT 
vide orders of the cofTipcit^Jit auThorilics Tliereaftcr, by an 
order of Hon. Hiuh Con it of Gujarat, LbisdispiKcalortgwirh 
(he other disputes pending with [he CGM' wero tran.'jferred 
LO ihc State industrial i nbnnal at Ahmedabad. The 
rcgistraaori nuinhor of lliis dispute is, (hricfore, recorded 
for all tlie (hrec frihuimis. 'I he dispute rcluLes to the 
following demand ofihe workmen as staled in [Ke schedule 
to (he order of ReJ'crente: 

“WIiL’ilier (he action olGnanagemciu of Chief Pof:[ 
MasicrGcnei ul. Vadodara Kegion Afimcdabad Posl 
M astci, Rnoponi llraneh, Vadodniu and SSP 
Vadodjiu LliM Diei'iion. Vadodara in lenuinaiin^lhc 
services of Shri G.S. Dudhwsla is JusLEficd^ [fno* to 
wfia L r^; I i c r [ he wo rk tii an is emit led t o '!'' 

2 Shn G. S. Dud luva h. henei na Her re fei-red to as '' I lie 
workinao" fill'd siateiment oKlaimut Lx. 7 and fluted lEicrcm 
that he was working Lisider The UrM party, hereirutfter 
relcrrcd ro ashe enipJuyer'' on the vueym pos( of piicker 
from and his services were EcrminatLid by an 

ora) order daicd ,11 It is s(a[eLl by ihe workman 

that he not i.-nsued any ehnrge sheet, rnemo etc. and 
lhai his were ^ a(j^ fact nry-; thui he fori: [ernunutid^ 

his service:^, no due procedure was followed nor ljov 
opporiLiniiy of hearing vvai; gii-cri and ilienfore, his 
teiiniinititjr^ umouius to illegal retreiiihmcnl '] he woikm^iTi 
has also litaied the numbers of daysi ho worked m a tahular 
form and suhm iUed that he hud completed 24f) day* services 
eontiiujaijhly and tlie lerminuuon of his 'jcrviie by Lin ojal 
order 1-jei ny i I kga I. Ii o i s on I i 11 c d 10 be rc instated i ii s r r v ice 
w-i(h ftill wages. I[ is alleged that the employer has adopted 
tactics of porpeiuLil ad-fiocii>in: that junior persons Lire 


retained; that during the tunciiimton proceeding the 
management had stated that it is becaiLsc of the desire of 
the authorities that ihe workman is not being reinstated. 
The authorities remained present during the conciliation 
but did not concede to his claim and bence ihc conciliation 
officer had to make a fai I ure report. '! he workman also slalcd 
that he is out ofjob since his lermination and accordingly 
it is prayed that he may be reinstated with full back wages 
and continuity of service etc. 

3, The employer filed defence iiatcment at Lx. 13 and 
denied vaHous contentions raised by the workman in the 
statement of claim. It is submitted by the employer tba( t(ic 
workman was engage in leave penod of vanous pcnn^mcni 
Group - D officials by llie Sr. Post Maalcr, Vadodara Head 
Office. It is denied tha! the warkman was appointed on 
clear vacant post. It is again stated ihat he was engaged on 
short term periods of leave of permanent Group - D oiTicials 
and when their leave was over, such siaffjoined theu duties 
and h^jice the workman tannot'be continued against (Ke 
some post: that it was a contmet of specific shoit term 
leave period of permanent staff. \i is also suhmiiicd by the 
employer that the W'r>i knian was not recruited through the 
departmental due procedure and he was not regularly 
appointed and therefore, there i,'; no provisi^^n to issue 
chargesheels etc.: that in fact when the permanent gntmp - 
D stafTjoin^ his duty^ rhe workman Has (o go hntnc: ihyt 
the behaviour, attitude of The workman eit. lias no 
relevance; that the workman cannot in iiny cii cuuisianccj; 
can possess the status of the regular einploycc of the 
department and therefore, thtire is no qucslion of his 
rcinstaremenl: that no jujiiors w-erc retained or absorbed 
as al teged by iht worki nan 11 [a su bi ni t ted by (he f rn pto^ ei- 
(hat lastly the worknniii for two day^ i.-i. I'iiE- 

UI-09-8S and 02-09-88 und the cumiliation proci-cd ings 
held; on 25-1 Z-l*?94. Ihus. there wa.s ahiiorimal doKiy on 
the pan of tJ^e workman: (hut ^iince the workman hod iioi 
fulfil led (Kc conditiontor icoruiLmcjit i c unminutioiT 
th ro ugh the L in p loy inc nt [’ v h a ngc, c y am i uai ion. so I ici io ii 
eic. hi had rio locU‘^ sr^indi for being ab.snrhtd In thu 
deparitiicnt of the cmpKwL-r. li i^ also con (tit Jed hy ihc 
employer that the depurLmint i.^ noi an industry w iilim ihe 
]ndus(cial Disputes .^ct. .After certain rcpciiiioi\ ihe 
emp I t>ycr I'oqucsLod ti^ disrids': ihis Rc(crciico case. 

4 ' Hk- workrtiiu i dept ? -.ed : i r I: .v 19 wh i l ei n li o n lo( ed 
thyt he was Lippoiiued hv 'senior Posi Mazier and was 
working in Ryopun Rum t^frke. tiuit lie vyu^. appointed in 
dear vacancy of Group -ir ^tall■iL!Kl worked as slilK l^jin 
lj-(18-S6 (o .It-OS-^lX. He w■i]^ iwally discharged: no 
compensation was poid: Lkat hj Hllcd up bond of ks. lOfU} 
ilijL he had worked for days: iluii KM Suiyad and KG 
Adhyaru hove been api^i^inieil iii'tci liini and Jie still 
working. In (he CTOs'; evLin^in^ii iim. ifu: ^^Lorkiuan siiiicil tluu 
he w'as foiled m SSL' urul iruii fu:. i[i(crviuw was noi held 
and was dirocily Lijken. i L- Llini^-J tKai he was mken im 
work i n place oi'pen n: 11 k i : 1 1 m pJ^ )\ ec w he ii 11 1 ly p>r< ju ei,\led 
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<yn L«av«. He was not given identity card nor he was given 
Other facility; that tic was given salary after obtaining 
signature in the pay rolL. He denied that he cannot read and 
write in English, He admits that he w$s not given order in 
writing by the employer He finally a^tnits that he was giver 
work when the permanent employee of the department 
proceeds on leave. 

5^ Considerii^ the deposition of the workman, the 
days of his service does not seem to be challenged by the 
employer in the cross examination. Similarly p hts allegation 
that KM Saiyad and KG Adhyaru who were taken after him 
were continued in the service is also not challenged in the 
Cross examination. The Only material admission that was 
obtained in the cross examination was that he was given 
work when the permanent staff proceeds on leave. He 

has denied that he had not worked continuously. 

6. The employer examined Shri Panabhai 
Chhaganbhai Gamit as iu witness at Ex. 37 who is Deputy 
Post Master at Vadodara. He admits that the wcnltman was 
working on daily wages basis and was given work when 
permanent employee proceeds on leave; that he was paid 
wages for the days he had worked; that he was given work 
wi^ a view that the work of postal department may not be 
stopped in the absence of the permanent employee. It is 
suted by the witness that he was not appointed as per 
rules of the Government. In the cross examination, the 
witness was shown Ex. 20 which Ls the details of presence 
of the workman produced by the employer vide list Ex. 14. 
The witness states that the muster roll and pay tqU of the 
workman are in the custody of the accounts office. He 
staftes that the Post Master can retain outsider on work; 
that in I9S6 the qualificatjon for Group 'D' was seventh 
standard pass. The witness admits that the work which 
was taken from the workman was that of a permanent 
employee in the later’s absence. Rest of the cro^s 
examinatiofi does not seem to be material for the purpose 
of this case. 

7. if we consider the deposition of the witness of the 
employerp only one fact is coming out and that is - the 
workman was given work when the permanent enKployee 
proceeds on leave. It appears that at the Klevnnt time the 
workman being SSC failed^ was having qualification for 
being appointed as Group 'D" staflf. 

S. The first closing pursish of workman is at Ex. 2S 
and second is at Ex. 60. Similarly, the employer has also 
given two closing pursish vide Ex. 38 and 65. The written 
arguments of the workman is at Ex. 66 and that of the 
employer is at Ex. 76.1 have considered the rival contentions 
of the parties in the written arguments together with the 
evidence on record. 

9. Tlie undisputed fact is that the workman had 
entered the service of the employer on 13-03-J9®6 and had 
worked up to 02-09-19BS. Barring August and September, 
1986, and the last inonth September, I98S, the workman 


had put in 23 to 30 days work in each month. Indisputably, 
the workmau had put in more than 294 days of service 
whhin twelve months prior to his termination. Admittedly, 
he was not given notice of rclrenchmerb nor retrenchment 
eompensatiem was offered or given to him. The only defence 
of the employer as is appear from the record is that the 
workinan was given work because the permanent Croup 
'D' employee had proceeded on leave and also with a view 
to see thaft the work of the post office should hot be 
stopped. If we go through Sec. 25F of the Industrial Dispuies 
Act, wherein conditions precedent to retrenchmem of 
workmen is stated^ we do not find a provision ihai if a 
workman is retained to do work of a ptnuanent employee 
continuously for more than two years, he can be discharged 
without payment of retrenchment of compensation etc. 
Therefore, in the humble opinion of this Tribunal, the so 
called termination of the workman on 02-09-198 3 was 
retrenchment of ihe workman and since ihc conditions 
precedent were not followed by the employer, the said 
relrenchment was in violation of the provisions of the 
Industrial Disputes AcU In the wriuen argumenis of the 
employer it is contended that the workman cannot be 
considered to be permanent because his appointment was 
not done after written test, oral interview etc. Sec. 25T of 
the Industrial Disputes Act also docs put a condition that 
the workman concerned should be a permanent workman 
and should have been appointed after wriuen test, oral 
interview etc. The contention in the written arguments of 
the employer that the workman had not completed 240 days 
in any of the year is devoid of any merits because it is 
against the record produced in this case. 

10. From Ex. 20 it also dcKS not appear that the 
workman was given work only when the permanent 
employee proceeds on leave^ On several occasions the 
workman was given work on vacant post which fell vacant 
on account of retirement of cnncerticd employee. On several 
occasion the workman was given work because the holder 
of the said poat was sent on deputation to somewhere 
else. Thus, the workman had rightly oonicndcd in ihc 
statement of claim as also in his deposition that he was 
given work on vacant post. 

11. The learned Assistant Government Pleader drew 
my attention to the written arguments of the employer and 
subiTiftted that postal department is not an industry within 
the definition of the ^Sndusiry” given in the Industrial 
Disputes Acl, 1947, He also cited decision of Hon. Supreme 
Court in Sub-Divisional Inspector of Post, Vaikam and 
Others Versus Theyyairi Joseph etc. which was published 
in 1996II LLJ 230.1 have gone through the said decision. 11 
was held by Hon. Supreme Court that to provide 
telecommunication service to ihe general public and 
amenity, was essential pan of the sovereign function of 
the welfare state and hence the postal department was not 
an industry as defined in the Industrial Disputes Act, The 
learned AGP has also prctdiiccd Swamy's Service Rules Ibr 
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the E D Sta tT uh i c h were d i scu ssed in th e id dec; i si uti o f 
Hon. Supreine Court. The present w'orkrifian wus not from 
ED sfaff. k vias not the ca?e of any of the panics titar th? 
workman was covered by (he ED staff. Ir That be so. he 
ought [0 have been selected by a due process yoverried 
by said Swamy’s service rules for ED staff, if That be so. he 
could not have been discharged without following Those 
rules. The fact is, the present workman was not covered by 
those rules and hence those rules have no application to 
present case, 

12, The dccii^ion of Hon. Apex Court in 5ub- 
DivLsiDnal Inspector ofEost^ Vaikani Vis. Thcyyam Joseph 
etc. II l.l.J 23 Q was renderredby a Two Judge Bench 

and the same was subsequently held by a Three Judge 
Bench of Hon, Apex Court as not laying down ihe correct 
law. The later decision came lo be publiiihcd in 199S [ LLJ 
255 In General Manager^ TELECOM and Srinivasa Ruo S. 
and Others. At para 5 of the decision the Hon. Isuprernc 
Court slated : - 

5. A two judge Bench of this Coun in Thc^yam 
Joseph's case (supra} held that the furretiou 
of the Postal Department are part of the 
sovereign functions of the Stale and a is. 
therefore, not an 'industry’ within the definition 
of Section 20) of die Industrial Disputes Acr, 
l‘?47. [ncidentaSly. this decision was rendered 
without any reference to the se\en Judge 
Bench decision in Rsngalore Water Supply 
(supral. In a laternvo Judge Bench decisioTt in 
Bombay Telephone Canteen ETnployees' 
Association case (supra), this decision was 
followed for taking the view than he Telephone 
Nigain iy not an 'mdusny-V RjelEancewaiipiiiccd 
in The^yam Joseph's case (supra) for that view. 
However, in Bombay Telephone Canteen 
Lmployccs' Association case (i,c. I he luter 
dec isLoti), \v^z find a reference to die Bangalore 
W'ater Supply case. After referring to the 
decision in Bangalore Water Supply case 
(supra) it was observed thai if the doi:trine 
enunciated in Bangalore Wafer Supply case ir, 
strictly applied, (he consequence is 
'catastrophic'. W^ith respect, wc are unable to 
subscribe to this view for the obvious reason 
tliat it is 111 direct conflict witti the seven Judge 
Bench decision in Bangalore Waier Sripply 
case [supra) by which wc are bound, it ii 
needless to add rhat it is not permitsiblv Tor 
us., or for that malter any Bcncli of lessor 
strength, to take a view contrar> to tha! in 
Bangalore Water Supply cast (supra) or to 
bypass that decision so tong as it .holds the 
field. Moreover, that decision was renderred 
long back nearly two decades catbei und wc 
find no reason to think otherwise. Judicial 
d i.sci p li ne req u ires us to fo I low the d e c i.s ion i n 
Bangalore Water Supply case (supia). Wc 


[P.\m It S; :'. juilj 


must. thcixUJif liJJ thiit the dijcision in 
Thtiyyain .kwc;^h und Boni!'a\ 

I'dcphonu c'.jiUfvJi f-.riK-ih^^cc:^' A^j^OLialiLni 

ciise [liupi nKoiiiLOi lx- ii culcd ih lii>big d<wMi 
ttic correct !uw T!u^ [-iL'iiig (Ilcoim^ point fur 
decision in L!-:i> oppcid. it inu^t fail 

I am of the view- that in v ie^-- li i hciuoi csi id liUcr iJ-^ci^ion. 
the decision cited by Lmiiic-u .-AfiP in '[ iK’-v^iiin .Ui?.cpli'> 
case will not be ap^ilicuble to picsent The posLllI 
department ts an 'hidu,>to ' iuid the prc^^ctu woikiiiiin 
SvorkmarF with in tin: iiieuiiing olThc Iiidu.-itiiLil i^ispLitc^ 
Act. 

13. Even othcrwiM.- :.\y.\ in See. 2 wjuvli dclinc.^ 

various claui^es nf die hiLiu^tiTii Di:;puLcs Act. tlicTc is 
definition of "public utiliU' 2 {^iil 1 1 n) :iiilI 

postal, telegraph nr lek'p|■.^n■|c m.t\ ices utl’ IicIlI in he pL:hliL' 
util ity serv ice. Th c [1 rsi Si; lict I ■ 1 1 c i o i iic ■>:! i d .-Ac: c n u m c i .i i c s 
various indLiStrics ^^■h 1 Cli \r::\\ nc dcckLT^:d as public initii^ 
services by the appropri.u^: Li^wL'nimcnt. Set.. 22 imposes u 
ban 0 n STR1K E i n( fic pu h I: ;.■ ut i I i [y ^ic n. icc w ii tio at ceit ^l 1 11 
formalities otherwise su lkc could be held to be illcgiil. 
Presently, even the iclcphon^j Sfi'vIcL's. cellular phone 
services and couiricr urc being entiustud lo the 

private parties witli cci u.in i\:guloti.)iy restrictions ond 
there fore, pcihaps ijiicli iiidustiy inus^ iioi be called part o1 
50 v^r?ign function of the State. 

14. The rctrcncbinunl efihe ViOiknian u us. liici etbre. 

illegal. The quest ion is. hlxx.kl hc:x i cm stiircd'^ Ordinarily, 
when ret rent hinent n he Id in -c illc^nl. ihe vioikir..i n 
concerned has to be jcuist.iTcd.. them -nc dccii-iMi'.'- that ii 
is not neeCiS ary to ai d t l- n ki : i re i ne i e . o es erv c .ise here 
the rtTrenchment is heks :u he iltegul tn ibe Mf.n\ oi thi^ 
Tribunal, each cose roust iv cwiioincd on iis nvMi n’lCt■il^ 
There is no dispute dost dw worknxjn hod cOnTiniidu^i) 
worked for more ihan fiVi veais. the empto^er hiis uKl' 
not refuted the comention mthe woikntanUiHii hi^ Jnnioiv 
have been continued. J'hc ^v-tekman hod oUogiccn iiiime^ 
ofhis junior workers. The wiinuT-softhc employer hus :ilso 
admitted that prescntlv ilieiem c posts of Oi oup t)'. 
1'he circumstances tluo the ^wv|.nlull hod even wyi ked L--n 
vac3nt post when ilie reu.nrnr Lvnployces were scnl on 
deputation. Ail these lii^t workman -^hi^Lild he 

order-edto be rein.'Jtated with contniLiiW ol'seLA icc. 

15r So far as the bock wagc.=n arc conccnicd. tlic slljiic 
cannot be awarded to the ^r^Jc kiinLin. J'he rcas^ni being ihiii 
the workman was leueriLned on ()2-[)y-l9?I&. We do [loi 
know when he stalled the piix'ceding before conciliiiTioii 
officer bur there is one Lontcjiiion iififie wdi'kTVinu'in die 
statement of claim ai pnragnjph S ond that is adiniucd b> 

I he employer in ihc defcnui: snaTemcn; ut piiiagruph II ihdt 
(he none i li at ion proceed i ng? i^ erc liel d i>n 2 5 - S 2 -19 O-S \\ e 
do not know [hat i( was the \?rily diite und un nn nibcr 
dates the conciliation proceedings -^^uic held It in:ss be 
presumed froin the atoresuid f.icts tluit there was wunc 
delay m the part of the wotkmLin.but in the absence of the 
statutory kmhatSon such dclii> ina> not disciniilc the 
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iiwfkiiimfitiiiiclaiiiui]^ dw relief of 
present cese is oonceniied, but he can eeitaiiily be denied 
the monetaiy benelh in the nature of back u^s. Anott^ 
aspect of the tneoer b that though the oral evidence of the 
employer vw over on 0?<0 l'^D03, ixither dte woikmen itctr 
his repdreseotatfre argued iher case before the Industrial 
Tribunal, Vadodara vdiere (he case was being conducted 
initially. The wodohan must also have earned'some thing 
during the period of hii unentploynient. This Trilnina], 
therefore, is not inclined to grant any back wages to the 
wotkniaiL [n the result, 1 pass the foll^mg order;— 
OSaXBR 

This Reforenoe ca» is allowed. The action of (be 
ooacemed Postal Authorities as slated in the schedule to 
the order of Reference in terminating ^ services of Shri 
C.S. Dudhvrala is held to be unjustified. Hie workman is 
held entitled to reitiststtemeiU with continuity of service 
but without back wages. The said Postal Authorities shall 
reinstate the said wtorknian within one month from the date 
of publication of this award. 

There is no order as to costs. 

Date: 13th August!, 200S 

Y P BHATT. Industrial'nribunal 
2 2008 

mM, 271A—5taMwf^a3WPpi*T,m7Cl947 
^ 14) tro 17 ^ 315^0*1 HtihK viKifid "HUl 

Pi'iH ^ 

^ eJlEill'im ftWR ^ 

adifoftorl 179/2002)^ 

WtRfW RRfli ^ sAstflU ^ 2-9-2008 

tni 

[H H?t-22012^54/200ID] 

anR 

'New Delhi, the 2tid September, 200B 

S.O. 2714, —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of I947h the Central 
Government hereby publishes the awaid (Ref. No. 179/ 
2002) of the Central Covt. injdusnrial-Tiribunal-ciJm»I^l»iff 
Court No. 1, CbandigBih as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the managemeTit of Food 
Cofporation of India, and their worimen, which was received 
by the Central Govemineiit on 2<9-20D8. 

[No.l^220l2/54^0l-IR(CM.ll)] 
AJAY KUMAR G AUR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BCPORESHRTGYANENDItA KUMARSHARMA, 
PRESUUNG OFFICER CENTRA L GOVT. 
iNDUSTRlAtTRlBUNA^CUM-lABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANUGARH 
Case No, I.D 179/2002 
Sh Darshan Dyal, 

C/o General Secretary, 

Trade Union Council, 

Pstbla. .Applicant 
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Versus 

(1) Tbe Asstt, Msnagef (DX Food Corporation of India, 

Dhaiainkck 

(2) Sr. Ri^ional Mana^, FCI, Punjab Region, See 34-A, 

Cha ndig arh ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman None 

For the Managetnent Sh. N. K. Zakbmi 

AWARD 

Passed Dri-t3'8'2008 

Central Govt vide notiflcaiuon No. L-22012^54/2001- 
IR (CM-II),datsd 29-8-2002 has refereed the following 
dispute to fois Tribunal for adjudication. 

‘'Whether the action of the mana^menl of Fond 
Corporation of India in terminating the services of 
Sh. Darshanpyal S/oSh Ral Lat bl^l and justified ? 
If not, to what relief the workman Is entitled to arid 
from which date?” 

2. No one is present or behalf of workman. Learned 
rquesentativc of the management Shri N. K. Zakhmi is 
present. Since rnoming this reforenct has been called 
number of times. At 10.45 a.m. it was ordered to be placed 
before this Tribunal once again at 2 p.m. ]t is 2.30 now and 
on repeated calls no one is present, in spite of having of 
full knowledge of the proofings of this reference. The 
reference is as old as referred to this Tribunal in the year 
2002. On repeated calls since moniiitg no one is present. 
Accordingly, the reference is dismissed in default for non- 
prosecution. Ceritral Govieminert be infonried accasdingly. 
Fileto be consigned. 

Chandigarh 
Dated; 13-8-2)08 

G K. SUARMA, Presiding Officre 

M 2 tiRrai. 2008 

W,31I. 1715.—4WJ#) 3tfi|l^, 1947 (1947 

^ 14) tiRi 17 ^ '4, NRHl4 "arei 

3tg^ ^ IhRw aJtcSIW '^1 3ii4ilPt+ 

t l, Tjvjj rig iFeIR 141/2002) ^ 

2-9-2008 ^ W<l '§50 ®IIl 
[■F. l^tT-22012/80/2001-3^t^.3tR. fFl.i?!- 11)1 
^*ii( rff5, 'S^ SrflRtTfl 
NewDelhi,tlie2nd September, 2008 

S.O, 2715.—111 pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Ccmral 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 141./ 
200^) of the Central Govt. IndustriuI-Tribunal-cum-Labnur 
Court No. !, Chandigarh as shown in the Anncxurc, in the 
industTial dispute between the managemeni of Food 
Corporation of India, and their workmen, which vra/i 
received by the Central Govcrtuncni on 2-9*2008. 

[ No, L-22012/80/2001 -IR (CM-I1)| 
AJAY KUMAR OAUR, Desk Ollkcr 


jft!traT27,2008/aflllm5. 1930 


3467GI/08—e 
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ANNEXIW: 

beforeSHR] GVANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIUlNGOFriCERCENTRAL <X)VT, 


industrial TRIBUNAI^’UM-LABOORCOURT-I, 
CllANDtGAlUI 
r»sc No. 10141/2002 

Sh. i^mail Singli, 

G'o General Secret 
T rade Union Council, 

Patiala. ., Applicant 

Versus 

[1) The AsslL Manager (D;, Food Corporalion of India. 
Dharamkol. 

[2) Sr. Manager FC[, Punjab Rtginn, Sec. 34'A, 

Cbandjgarh . . .Responden! 

APFRARANOiS 

For t|ie Workman None 

For the Managenient Sh. N. K.Zakhmj 

AWARD 

P£L^^ied on-13-K-2008 

CentraJ Oovl vrde Natiftcation No, 1.-22012-'AO.-2001 - 
IR (CM'J Undated 24-7-2002 has refenned ihe following 
dispute to ihig Tribunal adjudication. 

'^Whedier action of the [nanagetnem of Food 

1. ’orporiitiojfc tit" jJid'ce in (cim'inating die sen-ices of 
Sh. Jj[n;d] oingli S.-o Sb Bach an Singh \5 kgni and 
i usli ] Vd j f rsoE. to w hat ri; I ref ( fie worknian L:i eiii ii 1 ud 
to 

2, Nkh L'[!c is prescnl on bcliaH'of uorkTnnn. LtLimed 
mcpr-. ^icntntivc \]\e »™anemeni Shri N. K. /nkhtni ig 
pnesen], Stnet n orrijn;^ this rtT^Tcnco ha^ hc^n eddied 
n utnber o f i ■ints. A i 10 4 ^ . r n n was o rdered to bu p Inced 
before :hi.^ Tj-ibnnLU once a^in at 2 p.in 3t ig 2Jftno^v arid 
on repeiUed uni Is no o:-’ ii present, in spile of having ol' 
full knowledge of tic jULOireediiiyfi of this rClercncLv The 
reference ig a:> old as r'ferred to this Tribunal in the year 
2002. On repealed calls ;ji)icc morning no o^c is prt:ie]ii. 
Accordingly, the refci erice i^i dLstniisicd in dclijultfor non- 
prosecution, rcntial Govcntnienlbo in formed nccordin^ty. 
Pile to be con^^gned. 

Cbtlndi^£irh 
[Jilted.- ).T8O.0f)N 

0 . K.SliAKMA. Presiding Oitker 

M J f?WT^r5. 

W.m 2716.- aTTETlPraj-fi^^ arfqfl^R, )'/47 ( lO.]? 
^ ]4J VRl 17 ^7^-fJTTj '^Ir^WA ^ 

f^WF r-l4l ^ w-^. 

Tf m%: itKnbR: ?-^j|-^ 

iif-y^hTrTr.'^ 1. ^FT^'rmz: ^ 

f^7,2i)(i1 1 ?-^^-2ijri^ 

^ W ^-Bfn i^rn 

I v. Tr^--i)iir.:.^2F-'jnoo irr^ ^Tp- = I 
. TTFTh 


[Part II—Stc-. 30i)] 


New Delhi, ihc 3rd September, 2008 
SfO. 17 [6.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of ?947J, the Central 
Gavcmnwnl hereby publishes the award (Ref No a7/2n01) 
of the Central Gflvt, I ndusir in l-Tribnnal-cum- Labour Court 
No. I, Cbandigiarh nflw a:- s)town in the Anneiture, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to ihc 
man^ement of Depairtmenl of I efeoom, arxl their wodeman. 
which was received by the Centra) Government on 
3-^2008 

[ No. L^on l2/524/200tHR (DU)] 
AJAY KUMaR GAUR, DeiL Officer 
ArVNFAIJRK 

BEFDRESHRJGYANFNDKA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING (>FriCFR CENTRA t.COVT 
tNOUSTRI AL TRJ BUNA DCt J M-LA l« >URCOURT-|, 
OlANntGARU 
Case No. 1.1) 87/201}! 

Sh. Jaswflnt Singh. 

S/o Sh. Nathu Singh, 

C^o N. K. Jett, 27349, 

[^ai Singh Basii Road. BhdLinda 
(Punjab) 15100] ...Applicant 

f\Y.vrj.v 

(I) The Divisional En^^iiKcr; Telegraph, Microvvave 
Maintenance, lihatindu (Punjab) I .'i 100! 

. , .Respondent 

appfakances 

For the Workman None 

For the Management Sh. Ani^h Babbar 

AWARti 

Paiiscd on-11-8-2008 

Cenlial Govt, vide NotiMcaLion No. L^OO I3/524;^00(R 
IR {DU),daEcd 3 I -1'2001 hn^ reIcrred the following dispute 
to this Tribunal for adfudicanon. 

’"Whether the action of the management of Food 
Corporation of India in lertuinaiing the services of 
£h. Jaswant Singh S.=o Sh Nathu Singh is Just and 
legal ? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled 
and tToin which dale '' 

2. No one is pre?iCTit I'n behalf of workman, l.camcd 
rcpresenlattve of the manjjgeincnl Shri Anish Usbbar ig 
present. Since inorning thi^ reference h^as been called 
nutnheroftime^. At 10.4^ <!]tk il was. uitlercd lobe placed 
before this Tribunal once o^ain ar ] pm. [t is 2.30now and 
on repealed talk no one is f'rcscni, in spite of havijig oi 
full knoAvledge uf the proceedings of ihis reference. The 
reference k as old as rcftjntd lo this 3 ribunal in the year 
200 f. On repeated calk smee morning no one k pre.scni. 
Accordingly, the reference is dijiuiissed in default for non' 
pnosec uti on, Ccnl ra IC (i vc i r i 11 le 11 1 be i n Ibrotcd accord i n^l>. 
File lo be consigned. 

Chandigarh 
Dated: l2-8-20n8 


b.. SI \ ARWA. 



[■m*rii—vvv 3(10] 


KTOtWTR*™ ?1?ra*^27,2W8/«nft*m5, 193^1 
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W.91L 2717.—dllitPl^i IWK 1947 (J947 

14) ^ w ]7 ^ ^1*1 HWfR 

^i4npik^> ^ ^ ^•I^kT 

^ «*IJW ^ ^f TIOTR 

j|tei l P i » aiPrei^OT < t, ifr 

(■iMlt U7/93)^ WftlTI^iTtft 41 

3-9-2008 ^ 9171 ^4!11 «I1 I 

[^. T?ir(“42012/00^92-39# 1 

3T79 *yiK ^Wi ^rHiMUtl 

New Delhi, the 3nJ September, 2008 

S.O. 2717.—Iti pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of L947), the Central 
GovemiAeiiL hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 117/ 
93} of the Central Government Industrial TVtbunal-cum* 
Labour Court No. I, Chandigarh, now as shown in the 
AnncKure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
m relation to fhe management of Ws. BBMBv and their 
woricinan, which was received by the Central Oovemmeni 
on 3-9'2008. 

[No. L42012/B(V92'1R(D(;) 
AJAY KUMAR. GAUR, Desk ORicer 

AWEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 GYANEN|)IU lOJMAll SHARMA, 
PRESIDINGOniCEfLCENTRALGOVERNMENT 
(NDUSmUALTiUBONAl^ CUM-LABOliR 001111^ 1, 
CHANDIGARH. 

Case Nik ID 117/1993 

Sh. Surdari Lai C/o President, 

Nangal DhakntMazdoor Sangh, 

Nangal Township, District Ropar. .. .Applicant 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer, BBMB, 

Nangal Township, Disnrict Ropar ■. .Respondent 

appearances 

For the Workman: Shil R, K. Singh 

For the Manageinent; Shri Bhagat Singh 

AWARD 

Passed on 13^8 

Ministry of Labour, Covemment of India vide 
Notincatiofi No. 1x420(12/80/92 IR-(PU) dated 29-9-93 
referred the following industrial dispute for judicial 
adjudication: 


“Whether the decision of the tnanagement of 
B.Q.M.B, communicated to Shri Sardari t.al in 
compliance with the dtrectiens of the High Court of 
Punjab and Haryana dated 6-11-90 in Civil Wr« 
Petition No. 14026/90 is k^lly Justified? if not to 
what relief the workman is cntidedT' 

As per the statement of clattn, the wodrmaii, an ex- 
serviceman of the Indian Army and had served the Siinnc 
for about 15 years as Wireless Operator, was cmplnj'ed by 
the management of respondent as Wireless Openttor lo 
the year 19S2 m the Bydnoiocy Dhision end was depu^-'d 
to work on specified period hteveiy rainy season dil 1989. 

As per the policy decision of the :nanagcmcnt, the 
management had taken some persons on daily-wages as 
Wjraless Operators. The persons who were tahen as 
Wireless Operators, or, daily-wages an Shri Vidya Dass, 
Shri Samp Charul and Stiri Arjun Str.gh posted at Sunni. 
Sunder Nagar and Dallil re^pectivety, since July. 1989 on 
regular basis, imespective of the faa. that all these pcismis 
named above were juniorto him. No: etainership al lowaiu c 
was given for the period in which petitioner w«s put t<i 
idolness after the expiry of every rainy season. Sliri &ari:|r 
ChadiKl was appointed even thovgb He was aoi having the 
required quaiifu^lon and was over-aged and the name of 
the worktnan was not considered whicfi is unfair labour 
practices, The workman had made ni mber uf 
representations to the mtanagenteni of respondent for 
regMtarizatioo of his services and the l^si repres-.'iuahon 
by Registered A.D. was sent to the management on 4-1-90. 
Therefore, reguiarization in service is prayed by the 
workman.' 

Apart iratn the objections on merit few preliminary 
dbjections were, raised by the ntanagement. Considering 
the nature of the preMn^ ot^ectiotK raised and on the 
basis of the fact that these preliminary objections were not 
pressed, thereafter, I am not mentiotiitig the prelitninary 
objections. It has been stated by the managemetit of 
respondent in written Statement that except for the 
monsoon season of 1983, as the workman did not appear 
for the interview, he was given a regular work in the year 
1982, and from J 984 to 1990, The selection was based on 
the interview eveiy year and the appointment was given 
for speciiied period during monsoon season in these years. 
Management denied that any person Junior to hirn wa.s 
appointed on the regular basis against the pcTmancni 
vacancies. In the year 198S, all the4persons namely Vidya 
Dass, Arjun Singh, Sarup Singh and Sardari La) were 
selected ftfr ibe monsoon season and all were informed to 
join on 9,7,98 telegraphically. Shri Vidya Das Joined nn 
9-7-88, Shri Agun Singh joined on 10-7-88, Shri Sarup Singh 
joined on 11-7-88 and the workman ShriSardari Lai Joined 
on 13-7-88. Thus, on the basis of the date of joining Sardari 
Lai, the workman wasjuniortoallthe three persons named 
above. As per the policy letter No. 3031 S-450-PD/468'^87-A 





daied 8-?-^^^ ihmt-J incCimplLiincL^ofclircLtianii iTHon'lilc 
the Mi^n I. -iisl gi\cn in Civil VVrir retiriini \a. 27.-8S^ 
Snit. Kant Piari and Others f.v R.R.M.R .the ^vorE;niari is 
junior to dll tiio three ntjove naimcd perisoii.'i. HnEi'ble tlte 
Supreji 11 : Coutt o f [ nd i:; i n C iv i 1 AppcsiJ No. ?i6:i ^d cc I incd 
to tnUTveri: in [hi- policy iiistrucuon^ ruaJi; by [he 
fn L o . J ^ M. R TJte workni: m ^ ere uppLN nt ci\ iior 

‘ii-.-: ?:hLi!-^ ncriod, dvi-refare, there i> no qi!-:jit:on \r\ tht 
paymi::i t n i di r^i;rsli i p a! kOtv™ce. 

i rerr-: ^ : tif parties. \l is atso idem that 

H;- ! e! h I s ^ itfe Shi i Sardari Lai raised a do^nand notice 

and il:.fi.:^: ine cont ilijjticin proceedings before ALC, 
ChiinLiLJ iil.. ite \vitudrew the decnaitd notice and filed a 
ivrit petiLiuo tided as Writ Petition \a J40-6.-^0 before 
Punjab ond High Court. 'I hc i^ivision Ikncb of 

Punjii! and Hriiy ana High Court cin 5-11-^0 pniised The 
follo^M.igo^dcr,. ■ — 

^ .■ htr b^mrmg the leanted counsel for the petitioner 
■u- ‘■b-. -[.j reprise mat ion made by the petitiorier in 
the ■■■ ■■ ■.4'applioanon dated t.Annexure 

0. /^'ir-eviji cH'J anJ dated U-l-OOfAnneMirt Po) 
li.LVC r;OJ co^^idercc1 by the respondents order. 
ThL- a"-ipondent!i -ire directed To ej^amiiie rhe 
contesif' IV: nt^de by tiie petitioner in ttie aforesaid 
represenratinns and decided the same in accordance 
uithliio. bs psssins speaking urdeT within months, 
F^etttion s[aTld^ dssph^sed of- 

On penisal ofttie materials on record, it is al-so evident 
[hal the peesental ions of woikman Shi i Ssirdari Lai wcie 
considered and examined as per law. policy mstmertonsof 
the maiiggemeni and a self contained speaking order was 
passed %ide letter "No. 11 S'2.flYI7 dated 2,^-1-01 reiectiii£ 
to the claim.s of the tvorkjtmn. I'he deci.sioii h\ecntivc 
Bngineer d^ted 2 jH- 9I w-'a^ conveyed lo the wnrkinan. 
■] hereafter, the workman again raised the ind list rial dispute 
which was raf'erred by Ministry- of i.abouf. Go merriment of 
India to this fr ibunol for judicial iidju(.licalion on account 
ofihe laiJurs oldhc conoilialitm proceedings. 

1 hi ntain question for detemninanan bef[>re rhis 
Tiibun.ii 1 ^ wiieihtr the ni;magement of the [cspoiident 
ha.s ^iglnly rejected the eontjotions ofwyrkmrtn made by 
h'tn in jcprCocntationb. J'he claim of the worktnon is 
dtat (he services of 3 itmior^ were regulartzod and he was 
dented for uio |■egu)i^■^7:ltlan The management L^id dispuicd 
[his coTiicrtiion hs ittg that atl the j persoi^s n;nTied by 
ihe workinan are senior to him as per Ihc seniority list 
available on record. 1 hnve gone tlirough die Seniority Lise 
which was prepjred hy the luanagemciat of respondent in 
cocnpliance of the order of the Hon’ble High Court lhT' I'tinjab 
qnd Haryana gjv^n in Civil Writ Petition No. 27-88. 
Smt. Ram Piari and Others v-t. B.C.MD.The seniority list 
prepared by the management under directions of l-lon'hle 
the High Court ofFtmiab atid IhiryatiLi not inLerjeEx;d 
by the Siiprcjne Couit iti Civil Appeal No. 543 3'9{} and 


[pAkr |[_Six’..Kii>J 


accordingly the yeniorily lisl prepared as per the l^oard 
Policy No. 3031 -430/PD.--I6S/S7-A dated 8-7-8S becomes 
final. As per the seniority- list, the 3 persons named by the 
vvorkrnan in his statcinciu ol ■claim itamely Sliri Vidya Dass, 
Shri Arjun Singh and Shri Sarup Singjiarc senionoSardari 
J.af the workman in jireseni case. The management of 
respondent has also show-n the cause of j union Ey of 
Shri Sardari Lai as he joined on 13-7-88 whereas, the above 
named persons have j oi ned earb er to I ^ -7-8 8, Thus, o n t he 
basis of the policy decision taken by the Tnanagcment of 
respondent which in compliance of (he direction of 
Hon'bJe the High Court and was approved by the Jlon'bk 
Supreme Court of India, no dNcretion or negulari/ationof 
the services ts made by the management. Apart Irom ihis. 
the rcgulatiaaTion of the workman on iiny other grtnind 
cannot be considered b> this Tribunal because of the 
directions of Hon^bk Apex Courl in Uma HeviN case 
(Secretary. S<atc of Karnataka v.v [Ima Hevi 
2t>06SCT463). 

Accordingly, the EuAnagenient of the retiporideni has 
rightly disposed o1' tlie j-opresenlarions of the workitNin 
with the right fLcuiing iluclining tlic pruyer ofihe workmjin 
and the workman is not cnbl led to any relief I bo rcforcuce 
is answered accord mgly. Let Cent ml Government be 
informed. File he consigned 

Chandigarh 

G. K. SII.ARM.-V Presiding OffiM 

W. 3flT, 271 a. 1447 (1447 

^ 14) ^ *-lRT I? ^ Mt+.|/ 

A ^ ^ TTO f=RTT^ ^ T=r^ 

^ -R t^rf^ T\ 

-1 U--,-1-L I , Tf^ 

J45;9i ] -+>'r v^tf^rd 4^ %. ^ 

3-9-2{)n8 ^ I 

171' - :u I ■.;-1 1 c ) 1 

Tfr^. --jTiWWt 

New- Delhi. L!:ie.^i-d September. 7C1{)8 

S.O. 2718. (n pumuiince 111 'Seetiem 17 ofihu 
Industrial Disputes A(.t, |4-I7(t i of H>-I7). the Cetural 
GovemnnenL hereby publishes ihc award (kel. No 14^ 
41) nf fhe Central {'i^-^\-erniiieni hidusti'la) I'nbiinaI-t u 111 - 
Labour Court, No. I. (.’ItJitJi.eiiili. as sltn^Mt in (liu 
Anne ^ are, in ihe ini]ii^i tx 1 1 di>pule between the cmpIoycrs 
in relation to the mimaevinenr of W^. RliMR and their 
workman, w-bteh wns r-cccOrCd by the Cemml Govern in eni 
on 3-4-2008. 

|N\i.[.-420t]li;-4l-IR{nL'h| 
A.TAV kt - M.AR GAL’K, l>L;^k OiWr 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFQRESHRIGYANENDRAKUIVIARSHARMA, 

litESlDlNCOniCER.CXNTRALGOVEKNIVTern' 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAI^ CUM'LABOUR COURT*l, 
CHANDIGARH 

CMC No. ID 145/1993 

Sh. Satpol Shah. General Secretary. B.B M.B, KarannehaTi 
Sangh, Nangal Towtishtp, Di&ti. Rdpar (Punjab)-140124, 

....Applicant 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer. Bhakra Dam, Bhakra Bea^ 
Management Board. NajigalTownship^ Distt. Ropar (Pb.)- 
L40I24. 

Respondeat 

appearances 

For the workman : Shri R.. K. Singh 

Flor the management: Shri Bhagat Singh 

AWARD 
Passed on 12'8-08 

Central Gavernment vide norification no. L'420 11 / 
16/^1‘1R(D,U) dated S-10-91, referred the foHowmg 
indu^rrial dispute for judicial adjudteation to this 
Tribunal : — 

Weather the action of the Chief Engineer, Bhakra 
Dam^ Nangal Township in declining to 

give pay proteclion to the workmen (as per arneKLjre) 
is justilled? If not. to what reliEf the concerned 
workmen are entitled?^' 

As per the pleadings of the paities, all of the \^‘orkmcn 
named in the annejture list to the reference, which are 18 in 
No. are retrenches of Beas DamJ BSL project. Out of the 
above workmen, the workmen mentioned at serial No. 1 -11 
were re-employed in B.K.S- division whereas^the workmen 
tnemioned from serial No. 12-17 were re-employed in the 
Bhakra Mechanical Division and the last workmen 
rnentioned al serial no I ® was re-employed in the Bhakra 
Dam, Division Nanp] by the Chief Engineer^ Bhakra Dain. 
It was,the frftshappoiaTment of ihc workmen and Che benelil 
vide letterNo- 5259-61/BMB/i713/d6/SUB, daicd I j'5'7<i 
regarding the increments to retrenched employees was 
given to all the workmen at the tiine of their fresh 
appointment. All the workmen accepted the benefit of 
incneinfinls and after their appointmeat raised the industrial 
dispute for the protection of the salary of basic pay which 
they were getting at the time of iheir retrenchment ftom 
previous assignment. 

All the workmen filed the affidavits and they were 
cross-examined by the learned legal advisor of the 
management of B.B.M-B- Almost aR the workmen have 
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accepted that for ihe reappointment of the retrenches, there 
is a scheme for awarding the incremcnls and their pay had 
been fixed in accordance with the, said policy fhe main 
question for the determination of this Tribunal is whelher 
the workman is entitled for their protection of pay on hesh 
appointment to the B.B.M B by the Chief-Engineer^ 

It is true that all the employees went fuicd to the 
leaser basic pay as compared from the basic pay they were 
getting in their previous assignment ai the time of ihcir 
retrenchment. But as stated earlier that their appointincni 
i$ fresh in the different capacity aiul as per the policy ofthv 
B.B.M.B.. which is accepted by all the workmen, (hey were 
given the benefit of the fixation nf pay by giving some 
addilional increments on the length of.'jcrvicc. As per the 
letter dated 13-^-76. which is the also decision of ihc 
B.B.M.B. for every retrenches on his rc-appoinlmcni one 
Increment will be given for two years services in the 
depanment frx)m which he was retrenched subject lo the 
five maxinium increments. As per this policy decision, the 
pay of all the workmen was fixed and accepted by the 
workmen. Now, it is not open to them to re-open Lheinatter 
once again for fixation of the salary on die basis of the 
bai^it pay scale they were drawing in the previous 
department at the time of their rcircnchinctit. I hc 
appoinltnent of all the workmen is fre&h. I hey have been 
given the benefit of the increments as per the above policy 
of B.B.M.B. and all the workmen have received the 
retrenchment compensation from the department, they were 
retrenched. Accordingly, this reference is answered 
positively that iHe action of the Chief Engineer Bhakra 
Dam, B.B,M.B-, Nangal Township*" in declining to give 
pay protection lo the workmen (as per annexure) is justified 
and the workmen, are not entitled to any relief. Ler the 
Central Govemment be informed. Pile is consigned. 

G, K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
^ 2008 

271^—1947 
^ TOW 

3fR 

17/95)^ y^lf^ld 4 ^^ TO+ill.'^ 

3-9-2008 ^ ^ I 

T?^-420l2/66/^4-5ni ^ 

^RR 

New Delhi, the 5rd September^ 2008 

SwO, 2719.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1047(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No 17/95) 
of the Cenftral Government Industrial T ribunal-cum-Labour 
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Court , No. I, Chandigarh, as shown in ihe Annexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between tht employers in relation 
to ihe management of Jawahar Navodaya Vidyalya and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 3*9-2tKJK. 

[No. L-d20] 2/6b.'9^l-IR(DUJ 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk ORicer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GVANEIMDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESiniN^^ OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
iNDUSTRl AL Tft lUUN A L- CUM-LABOUR COURT-I, 
CHANDIGARJI 

Case No. ID 17/1995 

Sh. Subey Singh S/o Sh. Flartnder Kumar, 

Advocate District Court, Bhiwani' 125036 Applicarl 

Versus 

■ llie P ri nctpal. J a waJtar N a voday a V idy alay a, 

I Jevrala, I) i strict- Hfi iwani .... Respondent 

AEPEARANCF^ 

Tor the Workman ’ Sri Sagir Ahmed 

For ihc Tnniwemcnt ? Sri SandeepBhardwaj 

AWARD 

Passed on U-8'200S 

t^entf?il (jovernmenT notification No. L-420]2v' 
/ih.'94-[Rtr> C. j dillcti 22-2-95, referred the following 
m^tuMi'iril dispute lor Judicial adjudication to this 
Tribtinii): 

■■ Wcjittiof the actinn of the management ofJawahar 
NavDd.Lva Vidyiilaya i[i lercninalin^ ihe '-.i^rv'w of 
Shri SoK’v Singh ox-group ’D' daily paidemployve 
w.o.r. I S' I2'42 jLisk liiirand legal 7 If not. vvlul relief 
he IS until led to and from what date 7’ 

llic conteiuion of the w-orkmun is ihiil he wafi 
Lipptmuudbv ihc fhincipal, Jiiwahar N^jvodiLVLi Vidyakiyu. 
f>evrjtl3 on lIk- po^i o1 ;^i oup 'D' w.eJ"! I2--I-91 lukI lie was 
ass igned Lhc d ist i cs o f PI w \ ii her. Moss -he I per and Pc( 'n -cti i ri ^ 
Chowki(.lui'. f k' us Hippo inlud lluough [ iriifiloyinLiit l !.\chLingc. 
[kiryiit.L till tluiK uiitl he coittinucd l<5 tvork up to 

ISI^-'^^Z. Mild thus, he ha.^ completed nuitc thm ;-4rt dri^s 
service out luty break '[ ho Principal. JawahLir Nlis^kIuvu 
V iilyu kiya (enm 11 ui ted h i s scrv icc-i on 15-12- 92 wii hour notice 
or rcLiciichincnl Loinpcnsatk>n f^>r ^;-hich he laiscd an 
industrial dispuLu held re K. L.C. and on failure of cone iliatioit 
piocccdingH thu iitnivc inenliodcd reference was (cfeired lo 
ihii [rihunMl (Jentrul <povcniinenL for Judicial 
adjudicntioo 

Principal f .Ijiwahur Nsivodayri Vid^alasy. Duvraki. 
IJhiwuni opposed lIiu rclercnce by nimg wrilicn siaicincni 


He raised cettaui preliminary objwtions which were not 
pressed thereafter. On merits, it has been 5iAted by the 
Principal, NavAdaya Vidyalaya, Devraki that the workman 
was appointed on 12-d-91 agninsr a temporary vacancy of 
d&ily wager for a limited period for casual work. The 
Govertunent sanction two daily wager post for Kendriya 
Vidyalaya which were withdrawn and accordingly the 
wodtruan was relieved. The workman has not work for 240 
days continuously in ihe preceding year from the date of his 
teimirtation accordingly was not entitled to any relief in 
terms of the reftn^enct:. 

OppoTtunily for adducing evjdcfKc was given to both 
ofthe parties. The workman filed his affidavit and wascros^' 
examined by learned tuunsel for ihe Kendriya Vidyalaya ancL 
accordingTy, Principal Kedriya Vidyalaya filed hisalTidavii 
and was cross-exam lined in delaii hy learned counsel for the 
wofkmafL 

Certain dncumeiiLs have been hied hy the workman. 
Order dated 12-4-^?] which is the appoiniment letter of 
Shri Subey Singh, workman is on record. Relieving order 
15-13-92 is also on record 1 hc^ic letters arc [ ix. W .2 and W .3 
respectively. Ex. W.4 ihc Ivner writlcn by the Priiieipal 
Jawiahar Navodaya Vidy^ihiyM, lii;vMk^ on 10-1 2-92 to sl^c 
Deputy Directot Navodaya VidyiaLiya Samili. Regional Office 
Jaipur asking him to :^ancttoii one post of group -IT employee 
under General category lo adjust the servicc^i of Shri Subey 
Singh- tn his letter the l^ incipal of Kendriyj Vidyakiya has 
Tn^ntioned the dales on which he has worked and regarding 
the wiirkand conduct ofthe workman. Another lelicr Fix. W.5 
is writlcn by Principal Jawahar Navodaya Vidyala>“a. Uu-vrula 
to I be Deputy Director, Navcxlaya Vidyalaya Samin. Jaipur 
on 9-13-92 with t1ic same request for sanctioning one group 
"IT' post for adjusfn^ent of Shri Subey Singh. 

Anolher lettur duled 12-12-92 written by the FYinc 
Jawahar Navodaya Vi(.l>jilu>nio the ITeputy Director. Jaipur 
is on record as F^. W./i containing tbc same rcqucsi Idr 
sanctioning group D posl i n Gunei-al Category-- for adjuslment 
ofthe workman Shri. Suficy Singh. It isadclailcd letter which 
rtjflcclfi llie nature bell I wior ond allitude ofthe workman wlii le 
he served the Vidyalaya. 1 w. 7 is the rclievin;^ order ortlic 
workman doted 30-f>-92 l-.x. W. k is [he appointmeni Icticr Irnm 
4-JI-92 given hy lYjsicipak .lawahf^r Vavodaya Vidyitkiya. 
Devrala, E\. W.9 it W 10 nrc also [he Idler writCLMi by 
Principal, JawaharNavod;^} a Vidvalaya toifw: I>i;puiy l.^ireeior. 
Navod&ya Vidalaya Syniiti. Jaipur on 7-ID-93 and -M D92 
respectively. 

Learned counsel lor [he nianai^emcnt hiis (ik'd Ihc 
writlen arguments las well, t^ppominiiy Ibrt^ral argLimLnis 
was given to the parlies, 'flu; main Lontenlion of leHirneLj 
council for the management is that when the workman sought 
the regularizatinn of the .service he was over-aged. 'f liu^.. 
being ovor^uged his ease w-tis nol rightly corisidcrcfj and 
acc[>rdingly he wa.s term in alert from the service. I. earned 
coudEel for the |]li^nagL■^ncnt has retied upon n uase law 
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pd^lbhed in 2(W7(2)SiqMffime Cnvt 

Triupeti DcvAdituftuins Vs, K- iyotheswam Pillai and 

amdier. This b the law on the ti^axatk» of the age and 

learned counsel for Ihc managemcf* has rigla^ 

para hOh 7 of the claim statement Shri Sub^ Singh has 

menfrioned that he was over-aged and be cannot sought 

regularisdon of hb services. In (his regard, 1 will prefer lo 

memkw that he queslnn for adjudheahoD before 

b not Hoarding the regubrization of the services of the 

wofktvnbid to bedd viAieth^his terriiHiBhw 

is leg^ and Jusdfnd Hiere is no iota of evidence on reconl 

dim at tbednic ofhb iikftialappoin^^ 

VidyaUya, the workman was over-aged and his mitial 
appointment was noi valid. Accordingly the case law 
referred by learned counsel is not appl^ble in the instant 
case. 

Learned counset for the mans^meni has also relied 
upotia case law published in 2D0S(l)Si^iretne Court Cases 
683 AddkknaJ Manager, AiavaliCoLf Club and another Vs 
Chandarhass and auothn; which is on creatton of post. It 
has been held by the Hon'ble the Apex Court thait creation of 
arid sanction of posts is the prerogative to the Legislative 
Authority and not of the Courts, Ag^ih the question before 
this TYibunal is not for creation of posts but forlhejitstification 
of the terminaition of the workman. Accordingly, this case 
law is hot applicable in the instant case. The another case Jaw 
relJedupon by the learned counsel of the manageruentb Bala 
Krishna Behera and ancehcr ys. Saftya Patkash Dass, which 
isonthcpoweroftheHieli Court by the writ of mandanfiusto 
direct the appointment of a person ^mst the post which 
has been abolished. Again the question before this Tribunal 
is regarding the justification of the termination onfer and the 
case law referred by the learned counsel for the management 
is not applicable Tn Krishana Bhagya Jal Nigam Limited Vs 
Mohamad lUfi 2O07< 1) see (lJtS)679 
has held that the burden of proof lies on the workman to 
prove that he has work oomimiously for 240 days in the 
preceding year from the date of his termination and he was 
paid the wages for 240 days he worked. 

Accordingty. the workman has to prove that he has 
worked for 240 days continuously in the pieced ingyear 
(he date of his termination he was paid wages for that 
period. 

From the pleadirig;^ oFthe parties and the affidavit they 
filed, it is clear that the workman Shri Subey Singh was 
appointed vide Ex, W,2 on 12-4-91 on daily wages at the rates 
prescribed by Deputy Cooimissiofier w.cT 12-4-91 and the 
wages vwre to be paid for the days of duty only and not on 
the monthly basis. The wages wci^ paid on the clays he 
worked isexplflincd by the Ptinciapf Navodaya Vidyalaya in 
his cross-examination on i 3-9-2006 that the paynf>en< to the 
workman used to be given aher completion of nionth. Ihus^ 
a& per the evidence of Shri Ompa] Thonwr, Principal Incharge 
of Jawahar Navodya Vidyalaya aird the appointment IcUcr 


dafod 12^-91, drevwflmMn wns paid fertile days he worked 
but thcitiode of payment vns iiwfidijy. Ftoiti 
i which are the origioaJ tellers filed the wodonan, it is 
clearthatlbeworkinanworked from 12^ to 30-6^. He 

was again re-appointed on 1-7-^ and worked to 13-8-92. 

Meaning thereby, there was no break in bb subsequent 
appointment, Hiereafter, he was further re-appointed on 
14^92* though be resulted duty on 17*8.^92 and worked up 
to 15-12^. when he wastdievedfi™ foe Allies by P™ 
Jawahar Navodaya Vidyttaytif Devrala, vide letter dated 
1M2^Ex.W2. 

TIktc is one mofre comaitwn of learned counsel for 
the management that (he M.W. 1 Jhs tat^orieally stated in 
his evidence that in swniwf and winter breaks Shri Subey 
Singh had not worked. I am unable to accept this contention 
of (he management because (he vary letters of the 
mand^etncnrvvhich are filed hy tite worbernan sh^ 
woftonan was working VI mid l^ceniberar^ 19-6-92. Ex. 
W7 is the relieving order given by the Ptmcipal, Jawatiar 
Navodaya Vtdyabyap Devrala containing die eoirtentfi that 
Shri Subey Singh was engaged on daitv wages in this 
Vidyalaya on 12-4-91 (F.N.) and was relieved w.e.f 30^92 
(A.N)- Moiah of June is the period of summer vucaiions on 
which as per the relieving order given by the management, 
the workman has worked. 

It is true that workman has to prove that he had worked 
continuously for 240 days preceding the date of his 
teirtninaimgarKl was paid (^ for 240 days accordingly. 

The statememt in the statememt of claim and hi affidavit will 
not be sufficient but (he workman has to prove the above 
(acts by some cogent evidence. The workman accordingly 
has filed the original documents to prove this fact. 

From the perusal of the record, it is established that 
inhial appointment of the workman was proper. U ha^ not 
been challenged by the reanagemeiit that the initial 
appointment of the workntan was not regular. Etc worked 
cominuously fifom 14-4^ to 30-6-92 except three days breaks 
of I4-B-92,15-8-92 and 16-8-92. Aimrdh^ylhe total w^ 
days comes to 480 days approximately. As per the evidence 
of the management the workman was paid monthly hut ou 
the basis of dates he worked. Accordingly, as per ihc p(>licy 
Sundays and Holidays are to be counted while calculating 
the working days. The workman was released on 30-6-92 and 
preceding to the year from the date of his terminal ion, he has 
completed 240 days continuously and was paid there i>lT. 

He was retrenched wilhout ary notice orieircnchmcnt 
compefisation. Ifius, his termination is illegal in the eyes oi' 
law. 

Now the question is what relief should be giver to the 
workman? As per the sfamrtienf of (he witness of (he 
management, the workman was relieved from the service 
because, ihere was no vacancy. There were two vHcancies 
for the casual labour which were taken away by (lie 
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Oovetnment Thus, the direclion farreinstmetnenlinlos^w 
willnot be possibte as tbcR is no ppst and as the law \ 2 .\d 
down by the Hon'ble Apex Court in Divisbn^] Manager, 
Amvali GolTCtub and another ys. Chandarhass and atiother 
(dupra) it not within the preview of the Tribunal to direct For 
the creaftion of die posts In such the tassj, the Tribunal 
shoutd award the compcjisation on reasonable eases and 
this Tribuitai is authorized to do so. The reasonable bases for 
awarding the compensahon includes the amount of 
t^trenefunent compensation which would have been given 
by the management to the workman ait the time ofhis relieving 
from the services^ depreciation in money from the date of 
removal bom the service till the payment of compensation, 
interest on the amount and the litig^irm expenses incurred 
by the woiktnan for the wrongfu! act of the man:igement. 
Considering the above facts as the workman hiis stated in his 
cross-examination that at the rime of his removal from the 
service he used to get Rs. S35 p.m. and considering all the 
facts menlioncd above^ Rs. 25,000 \vs|] be the appropriate 
compensatLon to he given to I he workman. Accordingly, this 
reference is answered in negative that the action of the 
managenieol of Jawahar Navodaya Vidyalaya. Devralii in 
ttrminaiing thescri-icc.s of Shri Subey ^iingh ex'group Ddiitly 
paid employee w,e.f, ] 5-12-1992 h not just Fair and legal. I he 
workman h entitkd for the compensatton of Rs 25,000 fi ojn 
the management. Management is accordingly dircLic'd to pa> 
Rs. 25.000 within a tnontli. Let tJie Central G[>vcni]Ticnt be 
in formed. File is corc^igned. 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Ot(peer 

^ 1^, 4 rW!lH<, 2008 

WT. .an, 2720, ■ |;>4? 

(I94/^ 14) ^ W 17^ 

^ ^ aftr i: 

afiEJiRirt, n op:?fRi Ht=hl4 
^ n' TS/ZOOf*) ST 

F, ^ wn 4-9-2(K}8 ^ | 

[ 1 z.' 11 .'zoriTi -sfrrt 3it»( ^rrmr ■ 11) j 

■jHiFi ifig, 3TffT-cTiT<fT 

Ntfw IJi'lhl, ilie 4(h September, 2008 

S.O. 2720. -■ 111 piiT^Liasicc nl'Scction ]" o| [hi- 
Industrial Diiipuics Aci. 19^7 (.14 of FU7j, the Ccntriil 
Govcnimeni hereby publishcj; the award (Ref. No. 7>i 
2(K>t>}or thcCimLra] Gnwjfnmeni Indusirial ri ihunal-i Lnu- 
Labour Cmirt, Hyderabad rmwas ^^how-n in thu .■■\nnc\ii;v, 
in lIic lisdu^nial dispuk- hL:t^\ecn iJie inanLLgeineni of 
M 's. Singiireni <.'-:d licries Coinpiiriy Liniilcd 
(heir workmen whit:h leceixed by the CerUTal 
t.pfsVC mment o n 4-0- 2 (X . 

I No ).-:20i:.| l.='2[H)()-IR(rVMH 
A.l\YK[ \\]ARi]AVR. IKsk OlllaT 


ANNK^L-RE 

BEFORE THE CE^m^AL tXiVERNM t>fr 
INDUSTRIALTRI !iUN A L-CLM-LABOt JR 
COURT AT HYfJtRABAD 

PiYSfitil r Sbri VED PRAKAfili GAUR^ Presiding Officer 
Dated the 13th day of Auguiit, 2001? 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUI E Nt>. [.n.7R/2006 
BETWEEN 

The Genera! Secretary, 

(Sri Randari Satyanarayana} 

S i nganen i Co IJieries Emp byees Counc i I, 

H.No. lS-3-90/3j Canesh Nagnir, 

Markandeya CoJony, 

Gwlafvarikhanb505209. ,, Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. SingarcniCunieriesConipany Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

MandamafTs-504231 ... RLspnndciK 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : Ml. 

F or the Rtfipondcnl : M . P.A. V. V. S. Siinna A. 

Vi I ay a f.fixmi l^ungiiluri, 
Advotajics 

AWARD 

J he Government ot Intii:!, Miiu^uy oi Ldboiirby it:^ 
order N o. I .^2 2012/11 /2 OOb- ] K (T M -1H d ai u d 2 3 -1 (}- 2006 
referred the following di:spuuj bukvi-L-n ihe luaiiJigcment of 
Siiigareni Collieries Gompon;^ - l.imilod ^nd iheir workman 
under sect ion ] (K1 ) of t be t. J ■> Ae r, 194 ? I l »!■ ad jud leatit jii 
to ihi:i rnbunal. The relertiu-L- k, 

M III Din: 

■"Whelher the MCtioo ihe irianoL'cment of M'.'r, 
Sirij^areni Collieries Gi 'iOj^.ek \ imiied in lerminotiiig 
tlie services of Sri Oomm.iI.i .iI.li:i]i w.^-.W 2:^-2-2000 
k legal and jusl died.' Ii 'i-a. lo uk.u ivliel(he^H>rknKiii 
IS entiLlcd^"' 


2. 'I'fie ease is calk'd v.il -^we 

Ml 

linvk iiltL-r repciiled 

inlLrvals. None a^:'pe:L^L-d ior FV: 

itii 

■ nei 

. Kespondea<V 

represen 1 a! i vc pres l' nl. Tei:! !\ ■ i n r 

Mil: 

■: Oi- 

■1 Mibinitted fiis 

vkiim statement alihoiiyji . 

■IT 

iMk 

ikOies !los be^ji 

^iv<:iMn him. Ile is Hif^-nuni .d 


, Nu 

■ :ipi’ilu :Uk>n |oT 

adioLinimerit has been tik^i u 

Jl. 

. '.i. : 

Li?pL.:iik dial iliL- 

Pet Ll i oner is nol ii i sc re s te^] l = ■■ : ■ i. i -. 

!k' 

li'-i-. 

Like 

.L Accordingly, tin.- !- 

|-|| 1 

"V 

>.!u>e(l and (Ins 

Coon is of\iew tlial llie IV::iinju¬ 

! .1 

-ei 

^e-. nn icliel in 

re >pcet Lil'thv matter in i-.:k!.=iK\-. ! 

lei 

kk'. 

■Ml. .Vkiiid ;s 


[la.ss^^d. 








»TIta W\ 27, 2tH)R/Wl^ 5, l«0 


542"' 


Dictated to $mt. P Phani Oowri, Persoiul Assistant 
trankeribed isy her. corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 28tit' day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH OAUR, Presiding Officer 

Appendix ofevldenee 

Witnesses cxatnLined for Witnesses exainined 
the Petitioner for the Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Oocumcfiti marked for the Petitioner 

NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

NIL 

2008 

W.' 1047 

( 1947 ^ ] 4 ) ^ *TlTr [ 7 ^ ^ 

^ piR'^ 3JfeilFf4i 

77/2006) ^ 

t, ^ ^ 4-9-2008s^T I 

1^-22012/12/2006-W1^3TR{^^^t^^R-lI)J 

Mew Delhi* the 4th Sqrtember, 2008 

2711.— Its pursu 3 r^ce of Section n of the 
Industrk] Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), (he Central 
Covemment hereby publishe$ the award (Ref. Mo. 77/ 
2006) afthe Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure* 
in the Industrial dispute between the management of M/s. 
Sing^irtni Collieries Campaiiy Umitcd, and (heir workmen, 
which was received by (he Central Goverriirient on 4-9-2008. 

pjo* H2012/12/20O6-lR{CM-ri) 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEiOlETHECEhniLaGOVEI^ ENT 
INDOSTRIALTKIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
C»tmT AT HYDERABAD 

Present: £lirl VED PRAKASH GAUR, Pressing Officer 
Dated the ISthday of August, 2008 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. I.D- 77/2006 
BETWEEN 

The General Secreiary, 

(Sri Bamdari Sa^amarayana) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council. 


H.No 1 So-90/3, Ganesh Nagar. 

Markandeya Colonyi 

GodavarikliHiii -505209 . ]’el ilioncr 

AND 

The Central Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company LiiTiited 
Mandamatri Division, 

Mandamarri -504251 .. Rc^pondens 

AI^PEARANCtS 
Forthe Peiitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s, F A-V.V.S, Sarma & 

V ijaya I .axm \ Pangu] uH. 
Advocates 

AWARD 

The Govemment of India, Mimstty of Labour by its 
order No. L-22012/] 2/20O6-[R(CM.I l> dated 23-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the tnanagcnicnt of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under Section I0( I KdJ ofthe l.D. Acl. ! 947 for adjudication 
to thi^ Tribunal. The reference is, 

satEDUL^ 

'‘Whether the action the management of M/s 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in icmiinaLing 
the services of Sri Bhukya Panhilu w,e.rr 18'2-l 999 is 
legal and justified? If not, lo what relief tbc workman 
is entitled?^' 

2, The case Is called our several limes after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Pecicioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has noi submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. Mo application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, k appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case- 

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court Is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, 'MIL' Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal AssisianL 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 18th day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, PresidingOtneer 

Appendix orevidcncc 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses exam i tied 
the Petitioner for the Respondcnl 

NIL MIL 

Documents marked for |lie Petitioiier 

NIL 

Documents maiiied for Uie Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhij the 4th September, 200a 

S.O. 2723,—Tn pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of *947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 76/ 
2006) of the Ceotral Govenunefit Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Laboui C<H*rt> Hyderabad as sbOFwn in the Annexi^ 
tndustnal dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Con^ony Limited, and thefc w<aim^ 
reed ved by die Central GoverTtment on 4-9-200S. 

(No, U22012M9/200S-IR(CM-TDJ 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CE^^^tU. CX>V^^ 
INDUSTRUL TTOBmALrCU!Vl-l.ABC^ 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

Present; Shn VED PRAKASH GAUR> Presiding Ofticer 

Dated the I Bth day of Ai^ust. 20QB 

INDU^RIALDISPUTENol t,D. 76/2006 

BETWEEN 

The GenemJ Secretary 
(Sri Bandar! Satyanarayana) 

Singiarent Collieries Employees CounciL 
H .No. 18-5-90/3. Ganesh N agar 
Markandeya Colony, 

Godavarikhani-505309. ...Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager^ 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri -504231 ... Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s. P,A.V.V,S.SarTna^ 

VLjaya Laxmi PangulurL, 
Advocates 

AWARD 

The Govetnment of India, Ministry ofLabourby ks 
order N o. L-22012/49/2006-1 R(C M-11) dated 23 -100006 
referred the following dispute between the manageiTLeifit of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
u nder .wcl ion 10( I )Cd) of the T-D. Act^ 1947 for adjudEcatinn 
lo this Tribunal. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

'^Whether the action of the management of 
M/s- Singareni Coltieries Company Limited in 
term mating the services of Sri Md. AUauddin w,e.r- 


998 is leg^and justified? If not, to what relief 

the woitafian \s entitled ?’ 

y;. The ta^e is called o _ii &3\erai \ iinoi ^t rt*' .-ep^^n d 
intervals. None appti? Td ^br Pen;iorif>- 
tcpresentativc present. Petitsoner hsis 5sih-n]i:od 
clflifn statement aithou^^h scvci .i opporrunifi".::^ 
given to him. He isabi. ;nT rodav lilx- for 

adjoiirri^neiiT biS been filiiil siHi. Il t^i= 

Petittonei- b nor ii>tt nested pnrr'ic 

3. Accordingly, .hSs cEt'se ia being ciesed and 
Court ii; of viet'^ that Petitifn'er deserves rt? Mfilef in 
nispeci o'Nie matter iTh retertnet- Neiicp, *NJI. .Vward ss 
passed. 

Dietr/ed to Smt P. uowr', i'ersonal 
transt:rSb.:ii by (tcued ^voTLOnreed hy nie on 

this the ! day of Ae^.ir^ 200^. 

vrn gacp, 

Appenjfi.i: ofrvkience 

Witnesses examined for Wimessvs 

the Petitioner fer the Resp^^sdenc 

NIL NSL 

Dociiiiiei>t5 narked for (h^ 

NU. 

Documents marked for Kct 'cndtnt 
NIL 

^ <1 fw-jesR:. 20l;?i 

■9ff.Sn 3734 ,—|s ‘;7 ■■' i'^J7 
^ 14) ^ tnn 17 ^ 

■^f ardtfw 

ffCSTT j 'f) 

^ ^ 4-9- 3001! “c; srr^! uTt 

[^. i??r-23O1272l/2t)0r>-aTll T?Ml 

New Delhi, the4ih September, 

S.O. 2714,— In pursuance of Scclnin Uic 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Leninil 
Government hereby publishes the award (Kef No. TTZCKl^l 
of the Central Government Induslriul I rihunahcuim'l-ahoui' 
Court, Hyderabad as sihown inthe Annexure. in (he InduNdiU 
Dispute between (he managemerU of M.-'s. JSinuiiretii 
ColIerle 5 Company Limiied, and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on 4-9-2DOk.. 

J'No.L-320]2/2L2006-IR (CM-tl}| 
AJAY KUMAR OAUR. Desk 01 Jicer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TllE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INBUSraiALTRIBUN AJLrClJTVl-L ABOlJR«5^ AT 

HVDEKARAD 

Prt^nl: Shri Ved Prjkajth Caur^ Presiding OfTircr 
D^Ted die 1 Siii day of August, 2008 
fiidiis^rpal nispuic Ncl 1.0.73/2000 
BETWEEN 

TJ't= General ri^tiry 
(Srp Bandari S.LiyanarayAna) 

Singacitijii CLiilicries Employees Counci], 

H.No. ] fi-3-9n:''3. GaneshNafijir 
Mgrkandeya 

Godavai ikluiii -50520'^ ... Pclilioncr 

AN[> 

Thi;C'pLM'..Ta] Mafi.iscr, 

M/s. C'l^llieries Company Limited. 

'MandiiiTiiTr' i.ivjilon, 

MamdiiniJ-Ti - ^04231 . . .Respondciu 

APPEARANCES 
For the P^i1 iti onei': Nl [. 

For tht: RespL.'udent M--'s. P.A.V .V. S. SarTna& 
Vijtiyal.a>mi Panguluiri, 
^dvoeales. 

A'AARU 

lh^;Gov^;rnlne 3 U of India, Ministry-of Labour. ■l.)rdcr 
No. 1.^22012 21 /2006-lR (CM-Il), dated 23 -10-2006 referred 

ihe ro]lfjwij}^'dispLile belueeci itie rnanageiTicnT ofSin^jieni 
Collieries (.’ompi^ry l imited aind Llicir ^v^. 1 ^k.mLUl under 
'icetion KG I .i (d) ol the 1 IT Aet. 1947 foradjudraliun to 
Lbis InbimuL Tfie reference Lr 

SCHFniJLE 

"Wheilicr [he aelion of the management of 
M/s. Sin^uroni (’ullieries Company l.iniiied in 
tei-minaruiL'the .services ut' Sri Diir^am ^^■.e.^ 

16-1 2-199S i--. legal and tied? iT'nOE. to ^vh^^t rcliel" 
die uyjkinJn is ejilitlcd 7'' 

2 I lie L' ij H ;j i j, ca 11 ed o- jt several ti ine:> a (k’j- repeal <ed 
intcivals. Sonu appeared lor Pulil loner. Kt■■ip(md^^llL:^ 
i-eprcsentaii^c prest^nT. Petituitici' has noi submitted his 
daitn '5tafL;mcnt aliitongh several opfior(unites hus been 
^ivcri Lfi him. I lo i^. absent today ako. No applicLiLion for 
adjournment inn^ been tjlud. As such, it appears that the 
Felitli?n-^^i' !s not iiiteiestcd to pursue this ca^jc. 

AV ei' rd I n t^ls. lit is c a’le is being e It^sed and lii i s Court 
isof\Knv(hij[ tlii; Pent inner d;j serves no njliui'ia ret^pect of 
the rtPLiuer iii l■^?1e^e3lCl:. Nennc. 'Nil ' Avvard ts 

Giftaied tn Siini. P. Ph:^niGov^Tl. Persoriii] Assistun( 
transcrihed by her. Lonecicd and pionounecd by me on 
This the i;^lhdLi> oE Anuu^t.200S 

VI ■ 1) P r< A K AS [ 1 G A U K. I h-e^ iii ir ig O cr 


Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses exammed for the Pfelitioner NIL 
Witnesses examined for the Respondent NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Poeuments marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

ZOOS 

2725.— 

14} ^ 17^ 

^ ^ ^ 3fT^*T 

^ WTT 74/2000) ^ WdilRlH t, 

^ ^ 4-9-2(]0K ^ MI I 

[¥. T^-22(^]2/Ali2{)(^-^ T^R-n}] 

3T3PT '^■hK 

New Delhi, tbe4tb Seplembcr^ 200S 

S-O. 1715.— In pursuance of Sectinn 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947)^ the Central 
Govemment hereby publishes the award {Ref. No. 74/2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-curn-l.abour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexune^ in the Tndustriai 
Dispute between ihu^ Ttianageincnt of M/s. Slngareni 
ColleriesCompajiy Limlkd.and their workmen which was 
received by the Centi al GLivemmcnt un 4-9-2003. 

IN 0.1 ^22012/47/2006-IR (CMdl)] 
AJ.AY KUMAR-GAIJK. Desk Omter 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRiAl. TRIBUN.Al. -CUM -LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present: Shri Ved Praka.sb CrJtir, Pmiding Officer 

Dated the l^fth day nf August 2003 
Industriul IbspuLcNn. I.D.74/20Q6 
bi-ixveen 

[he General Seererary 

fSri Bandari Satyunjc Liyanal 

Singareni Collierie.s l-hnployccs Council. 

H.No. 18-3-90/3, Ganedi nr 

Markandcya Colony. 

Oodax'arikJiar i - 5 0?>2tF^ . . l^eti 11 oner 

AND 

1'hc General Managor, 

M:'s. SingarcJii Col I ici i^s Comptiny ! .icnited 
Mandamarri Divi^iyn, 

MandatnarrI - ^ 012 31 ...Res ptjtide nt 

APPEARANCES 
For the Pc [ iti oner : Ml. 








2 ?. s. 1930 
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For thfi Respondent: M/s. P.A,V .V. S. Sajma& 

Vij^ya Laxmi Pang^luri^ 
Advocates. 

AWARD 

1, The Govefmtiettt of [ndia* Ministry of Labour, 
Otder Wo. L-220 l2/47/2O06-IR(CM-TD, dated 23-10-2006 
referred (he foUowir^ dispute between the maitagetnem of 
Singareni Collieries Compary Limited and their workman 
under section lO(lHd)ofth6l.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this TrilHJiiaL The rcfertifi^ 

SCHEDUU: 

^'Whether the action of the management of 
M/s, Singareni Collieries Company Limited iti 
tertnniaimg the services of Sri Sandra Chandraialn 
w.e.f. 9-3-1 1 £ legal and justified? [frvot,to what 
relief the workman is entitled?^ 

2, The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervalSn None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative f^nescnt. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim sMentent dibough several c^>portunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. Wo application for. 
adjoumment has been filed^ As such, it appears tlot the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case 

3, Accordingly^ this case is being closed and this 
CtHin is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respeci of the matter in reference, Hence^ ^NIL' Award is 
passed- 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phaol Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, oorreaed and pronounced by me on 
this the Iflth of August, 200G. * 

VED PRAKASK GAUR. PresidtngOfficer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner: NIL 

Witnesses examined for the Respondent: NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

wrL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

M 4. 2008 

W.W. 2726,—ak'IPl* 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ ^ 17 ^ ’^FWIT 

^ 3?fl ^ q'i^ 

TTgfHatfsrw 

^ M'lic (tfs'i tfoni 72/2006) ^ 

Tit^ 4-9-2008 ^ ^ «ni 

t'W.T?^-220l2^l8/200fi-3Tl^ 3(lRC^T^q-ri)] 
3Tini 


New Delhi, the 4th Septeinber, 2008 
S,0. 2726,— In pursu^ce of Section 17 of ihc 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 {14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the aiwaid (Ref. No. 72/2006) 
of the Central Govemment IndustrialTnbunal'CUW’t.abcm 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexurc. in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Umited, and their workmen, which 
was received by tlw Cenira I Government on 4-9-200 8. 

tNo.L-22012/18/2006-m (CM-ll)l 
AJAY K.UMAJ1 GAUR. Desk QlTlcer 
ANNEXtME 

BEFt)R£THECENTRALGOV|<rRNMRN'r 
INDU$TRlALTRlBUr4ALrCUM'LA»OLKCX>URl AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present: Shrt Ved Prakusll Caur, Presiding Offitrer 
Dated the I Sill day of Auguiii, 2008 
lAduvtTlALINspuIcNo. I.D.77/7I)(I^ 
BETWEEN 

The General Swretary 

(Sri Bandari Satyanaray^aX 

Singareni Collieries EmplpyewCouncil, 

RWo, ia-3^90/3,Gane5hN^ 

Markandeya Colony s 

Codavarikhani ^505209 . 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Siiigareni Colfierics Company Limited 
Mandamarri DivisioiL, 

Mandamarri - 504231 .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 
F wr {he Petitioner: NIL 

For the [Respondent - M/s. P. A V. V. S, Sju-irui lit 
Vijaya [.axini Pun^ulnri, 
Advocates. 

AWARD 

L The Government of India, Minisliry ol L[LhUL(i . 
Order Wo. L.22012/18/2006-1R (CM-tl), djK^ 2 j- J [1-20(16 
referred the following dispute between (he inuuii^ciHCiu ol 
Singa-reni CoMieries Company 1 .imiled jjiid tlioii' woiknism 
under Section L0(|)(d)ofi[ic l.l>. Act, 1947 loradjiidicuti'oii 
to this Tribunal. The reference i-'is 

saiEWJii: 

“Whether the action of the ifitmuLiL’iiKiit of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries CompiiM'y Limited in 
terminating ihc services of Si i Durham llbeeii-iiiluh 
w.e.f- 10-9-2001 islct^laud jusiillcd.^ irnij(,io whui 
relief the workman is cruitled ’ 

2. The cast IS called out several rimc'^ :sllcc rc|> 0 Jted 
intervals. None appeared lor Pciiimntr RcspoiideiiL’s 
representative present. Petitioner has nuL jiuhniiucd his 
claim statement ahhuu^h several oppoi-tunilies has been 
given to him. He is absent loday also. No application Jor 
adjournmetit has been filed. Aji 5iueli. it appeaii^ ihut (he 
Petitioner is not interested to purMic thLs cjise. 




. iJjis i* iinj WiL MLLlI 

]Sf^^vt^^N.■ thiiLUi^ <\c^cr\ i.^^ no rJi-:Kin T\:y^\-,■^ i:\i 

tlie mjiLtir in 'Ml/ h 

] ;3 i C[ n r: '.I.’ 11.1 Stni ?. ]^*i fiji i Q '.vri. [V i .[ A'.- -.■ s.v.tn [ 
trailJ hi-r, cdncxkiJ acid pjonoiou^^d o;.- n^- im 
(his lllo !^[ii day or Au;:usL, 

VKD i-^KAKASli Prt;sidiR^k;jTit;o!' 

As>f)OTL<^s nfeidd^flctf 

W ctneoxj iii [ nt^d for (he Pod [ ion er: N \K 

Wicnesses c^iJndnftd for tlie Re:>pt.Tnd-^nt. Nlf. 

Eii;^ rked for I he FetttEOti**r 
ML 

l>0CUrtic [iLs innrktd fortlit Respood tnt 
Mil. 

W.-JTT 2727.—1^47 
^ 14 ) ^Tt 7 '-^ r’i, 7^^ ^-^R' T^.TTt.Tff.V]^^ 

^ ^ "PRH I -Jl -iT^ 4 i44ikI ^ Rpn' 

^ PfF^^ ^WiLi^" 'A "RT^TR Mri^TTT^r, 

hjjm ^ A'm 79/20fh'5> ’■^ --fTTTit t, 

Tjff "r^T 4 iqfn VTRI ^sn ?J[, 

RAl -2201.2/1Vi^ 1 
■iflRf 

Now Delhi, the Jth Scpicntbern 200fl 

S+0+ 2727.—]n pursuance oT Se^:lioo i7 i^f ;ht: 

liidiLstiial Act. 1^47 (14 of l^?47y iJic Crw^r:': 

Oovoni I ji^nl horohy pti b I isJics ihe a w-urd (R ef. No. 7fV ^! j(Yj) 
of ihe CenlrLi! CTOvomineEU ]ndLi5iLri4)Tribun4i-cmii-! .'.bou!- 
Court, >{yderabii^) l-ls ^iJlo^^■rl in the Anriesiin:, in ji:Mt. -.ii ij] 
dispute beuveon tlie lEiiiuy^uilKYit of M Smy.^'ons 
C ol I ieri es Co ni pa n\ L e inited, JiU' 1 I fie if orknui :i. u I: i l- h 
was- nc-eeivedb; the Ceritnil Oonuiltoi-nl Lm44V-2^JL^. 

|No.L-2:o!2: l3-7Dab-fP. 

.-\JAV t;L.-M.AR 0-MJR . DL-^k f-ii i.v;- 

A\N>2\tRK 

BEFOUr TilKCrYTRAI. COVFk^iMrM 
INJ>USTR rA r J RI B[J MAI LJ \1-1. \ BOI i R a) L' ! A1 

{i\f}KK\U\D 

Present: Sliri Ved Prakash r, Proiidiiiji OlYR-r 
)>;4tcd cIie: iSMi day of Ant'iistn 2nUK 
hidush iul Dispute No. [. 1^. 70.=20<kr> 

BmVFKN 

The CcnerLil Sec^oKoy 
[Sri Bandari Saty^-iiijniLyanLi). 

Sin^reni C'^^UiCj-ies l 'rTiplo>-ee> Council. 

H.No. l5-3-yO=3,CTarii;iih Nj^ur. 

Markanduya L.'olony, 

Godavarikban i -5 D 52 00 .... FY i id ur.ej- 


[ bo GoTicral ^■lall^L^or■. 

M-'s. Si[ii^u™i CcdJicrA^'-o:i4:i!n; F iWv.la] 

Miindum-icri DivisioiK 

MandaElifirri - A042 32 . . . R l pi 11ti: r i L 

APi FAkANt KS 
For the PcTsficinc:.'': Kil. 

For the Respondent : VIA. T.A. V .V. S. S:jrrna ^ 

VilLLvaLavui Faji^ulEiri, 

av*ahi> 

1. The Governrnent oJ'fndiM, Minisny of Lahoor". by 
its Orcter Nq. [ ^220 ) 2.-- E 3 2 0(10^! \i (t.’M-31). datt^ 2 4-1 
riJciTect tfiefollou'Hijtdi.nrirteboLwecn (he nianii^crnenL 
Singareni Collfenes Coinp^inv l.nnited and their workman 
under Section ]0( ntd^oftN’ !.0. Aei. j9-17 (■oradhjdieaLiO]i 
to this Tribunal. Tiie reR'i--:ii.e j>. 

s.imjiji: 

^’Wheiher tb:: ij<Eion 04 ihe maNULrenicnt of 
M/s. Singarcjii Ci'lli'^u Comiiariy Limited hi 
ttnninatiue (Ir- scr vn c 2 ' Sj i Bnk> a BaK a w.-l .T 26- 
2") 90S r^;Eega! .^nd iu^LilYd'!^ il'not^ [O wfuii relief tlic 
workman iy 

2. The case iscuikd out tunes :i-[l-i- nepe.vcd 

interval.s. None appem-v'iJ Is '' lYtitiiinL-r, Ro'-poiKionlV 
represeniadve preseni. FVii'inner lias not ^ubmilled !ii^ 
claim staLement aiihiii!:-n onporkiuiiie,^ ha* Iwn 

i I von to htrn. No is ull^;.■n■. md^iv No appiiouli^^o I'or 
□djournincru liai been ril^d .V" sudi. it appear^: iliar iIa- 
Petilioiicr is utu inn-esl^.n-d in pijr.-^ue lMisoJ.^e. 

V .Accordingly, ild-^ cLise is beiiiu cIu^l-iI ami this 
Coutt is E>!'view flint dk- FY-iiliiMier deSL'Ivos rio reliL-l in 
respect of tlie niULiiT in .■. lei-i'ii.e. I Eerkv. 'Nfl.' Award '!.> 
posted. 

Oictaled to Suit. J^ I' lnn: uimn, )Y'rM-iii:i! As.Vsl.inl 
irait^ci-tbed by her. rni":.LrL'd .-'.ijd puirioirneed b\- me on 
this the JSihdayot Auyi:-.k Y-iiH. 

vrn \S| KrANk. P|■^;Sldllu=^?■^i:kr 

\V itiiMCi e\airi ined Inr ;1 -l IYn i ioikj- . Ml 
Witnesses examined iur die Rey’iondL-m : Nil. 

BocninerMs jtelU kud tur ||k' l^l'liljimcr 
\[| 

DfKMmCMlS Mm rkt d Inr the kL^tHJIliJcn I 
N-!- 

^ - r-Vt-nR. 

■^. ^ 27 20,—1'- re ->4. 14.17 : : 4.: : 
R4 14 J *144 1 7 ^TRn'-! 4. Y-ep. yvej; ^ 7 (^ 4 .^.71 i.'Rl. 

^ WTTW ^ Tf^ -prC 4 m ■-iR trr^TrY - 4-4 
A A ■i^'-'TrrrTT, 


AND 






[qnril—T3TO 3{\i)] 


W^TT^m 27.200K^^Tlf^ 5, 1930 


> 4:^:7 


feraR ^ 80 /' 2006 ) ^ y*s(^ifT wt ?. 

^ i^rr^ ^ 4-9-2008 ^ ^ lari trri 

[■^f. T5F1-22013/] 0^00- ^ 3 ^r( ^ I) ] 

3fRra 

Nei^v D^ Ihi. the 4th September, 200S 
S.O. 172S.— Ir pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Indiislrial Disputes Act^ 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 00/2006] 
of the Central GovemmeiiT Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure^m the iiKiustrial 
dispute between the matiagement of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited^ and their woi^kman, which 
was received by the Contra! Government on 4-9-2008. 

(No. L-^220 J2/10/2006^1R {CM-II)J 
AJ AY KUMARGAUtL Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTtlAL GOVERiSMEJNT 
irroUSTTU ALTmBUNALrC:iJM -LABOUR COUKT, 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT t Stiri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding OBiCef 
Dated the ISthday of August, 2008 
Industrial Dispute Na LD^/2006 
BmVEEN 

The General Secretary 
(Sri Band^ri Satyanarayana) 

Singarehi Collieries Employees Council, 

H.No, 180-90/3, Oanesh Nagar 
Markandeya Colony, 

Godavarikharii -505209 . - Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M^s- Singareni Collieries Company LimLied 
Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarti -504231 .. .Respondent 

appearances 

For the Pelitiofier; NIL 

For the Respondent: M/e, P. A. V V. S. Sanna^ 

VijayaLaxml Panguluri, 
Advocates 

AWARD 

i. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Older No. L^22012v 10^06-1 R (CM4I), dated 23-10-2006 
lefttred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under Section 10(1 ] (d) of the ID- AcL 1 ^7 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference Is^ 

scheix;le 

'"Whether the action of the management of 
Mi's. Singareni Collieries Company Limited in 
terminating the services of Sri Madctt Raju w.e.f. 


9-10-1998 is legal and justified? 1 fnot. to what i^'licf 

the workman is entitled?" 

2. The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Rcspondciu's 
representative present. Petitioner has not subniilted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He as absent today also. No applicaiion Tor 
adjournment hai been tiled. As such, il appears that tiie 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue ihij; east. 

3. Accordingly, this case is being lIosccI and this 
Coun is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference, lienee. 'Nil.' Awnrd 
passed. 

Dictated 10 Smt. P. PhaniGowri. Personal A?i>btanL 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronouiiced by me on 
this the iSth day of August, 2fi0a. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Onicei 
Append ix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner: Nil. 

Witnesses examined tor the Rcipondcm : NIi. 

[>ocuments marked for the PelMioncr 
Nil. 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

4 2008 

2729,—1947 ( 1947 
^ 14] ’5^ ^ 17 ^ 

^ T^iz S2/2006) f, 

^ ^ 4-9-2008 ^ "SITRI ^ I 

[Ti. 1^^-22012/15^200b-afn^ 3fTR(TTl ti;^-11} J 

New Delhi, the 40i September, 2008 

S+0+ 2729+— In pursuance of Seciion 17 of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), ihc Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref, No. 82'2006} 
of the Central Government Industnal Tribunal-cum-Labouf 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, mthe industrial 
dispute Wtween the management of M^s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited^ and their workman, which 
was iveeived by the Ceni ral Govern inent on 4-9-2 00 R, 

[No.L^22012/]5r2006-iR (CM-ll}] 
AJ AV KUMAR GAUR, Desk Ofncci 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE WE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSmULTRIBUNALOUM-LABOURCOUKT, 
HYDERABAD 

PrtsetR; Shh Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Officer. 
Dated the 18th day of August, 3(]08 
[ndu$;lrla) Dispute (No. I.IL 82/2006 
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RCTWEEW 

The General Secreiary 
(Sri B^nd^l Satyanarayana] 

Sijigaren i Coll [cries Employees Council, 

H.No. IB-3-%/3pGanc5h>fagar 
Markandeya ColDny, 

Godavarikhani-505209 ,. ^Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni CotLieries Company Limited 
MandaTnarri Division, 

Mandamani - 504231 _ . Respondent 

XPmKANCES 
Forthe Peiitioner: ML 

For the Respondent: M/s. RA.V -V, S, Sarma & 

Vijaya Laxmi Pangnluri, 
Advocates 
AWARD 

I The Government of India, Ministry of Labour^ by 
itsOrderNo. L-22012/15/2006-[R(CM-II), dated 23-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Sing^reni Col lieries Company Limited and their workman 
under 6t=:ct ion l0(l}{d)ofthet,Dr Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference fs, 

SDIEDULE 

^’Whelher the action of the management of 
Singai^i Collieries Company Limited in tenminating 
ihe services of Sri Baneni Suryanarayana iv.e.f 
27-9'2t>02 is legal andjusiified? Ifiiot, to what relief 
(he workman is entitled?'" 

2. Ihe ca^c is cal led out several times aher repeated 
initTvals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative prcseni. Pci it loner ha^ not submillcd his 
claim stiUement although several opportunities has been 
^iven to him lie as absent today aUo. No application ibr 
adjoLttTiiueiii: bus been fled. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this caitc is bein^ dosed and thi^ 
^^'our^ of view iliat the Pelitioner deserves no relief )ti 
respect ol'the maUcnn reference Hence. ’Nil.' Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to SniL P. PhiiniGown. Per^ujial 
irauscrihed b> her. coitceicd and pninounecd b\ c\' ori 

tlllMllC ISlil dilV of ^IIULLSt. 2l)0fi. 

VfT) PKAKASII GALIL l^rcsidirojOnVcr 

Appeiifliiflrt^iULiiCt 

VV i n less y-.'i c i n i n ed I dr the Pc li 1 i oner Ni I . 

U'imc.-sc.s e>a]niTicd I'or the IU=-spo)uJeFii Isilf. 
IRieumenls marked for Ihc Politic tier 
NIL 

Oocunicnt'i niarU'^l tor Uickcsp{»ndeMl 
Mi. 


[Fart 11—Sec’ 3(ii)J 
^ 4 2Q0& 

W.OT. 2730,—1947 ( [947 

^ TfW-fi til 'fl*! ■=rJH<?»KT ^ ^ 

^SEj'lFi^ 

66/2006) f, 

^ tt^^K ^ 4^9-200?! ^ tni 

[Tf. ^-210 \ :/j I mms - ^ ^ ii) J 

New Delhi, die ^ih September, 290B 

S.Q^ 2730-— [n pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (E4 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 66v^006) 
of the Central Govemment Industris! Tribonal-cuin-LatKJur 
Court Hyderabad as shown in Ihc Annexure, in the Induslrial 
Dispute between the mafiageineni of M/s. Singjrcnj 
Collieries Company Limited, and their workmen, which 
was received by the^ Central Govenunent on 4-9'20t}J!. 

[No.L-220I2-=jI«.=-20054R (CM-II)] 
AJ AV K Umar GAUR , Dc.sL officer 

ansfxijrf. 

BEFORE TNR CXINTRAl. COVERNfVlFIVr 
INlH/SratALTRIBL'NAl^X'M-lAROLIRCOVJRl. 
h>dfk.ail\d 

PRESENT : Stiri Ved Pr 3 k;ijih liaur« Presiding Officer. 
Dated the 18tli da^ nf AugusI, 2(H}8 
Tnduslridl Dispute \o. LD. 66/2096 

Hin'WFFN 

The Genera] Secretary 
(Sri BandariSatyanarajrana) 

SingareniCollieries Lniplo^c^^i. Council. 

11. No. 18-3 -90/3, Ganes h N i-yar 
Markandey^a Colony. 

Goda var ikhani -505209 ] *ci i t ion c r 

and 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Sing^iicni Collieries Limited 

Mandamarrl Division. 

Vtandamarri - 5042.'i I .. cs po nden r 

APPI.Mi ANGUS 
for the Petitioner: Nil. 

I 'or tlic RespondcnL : M s. P A. V V. S Slihiuj A: 

"■. ikpa ].;j.\ini Piiuguluii. 

A li-s : jirjs 

A\V XRII 

t. The f.i ovcrnfT^^. j^ ^ ■:►!'! : a 1 i j . M i n i si ry- < U' I. nb n 111. b> 
its Order No. 1.-22012 3 I ^ ::.iju^-l K fCM-iT i. djicd 9- ftk’fKWi 
[eferred the folto^ving ^isspiuc b-. LN\.:en iSic njudLiucmciH ^4' 

S i n i;jircn i f\i] I i cri c s Co n i rn !.: i ii: J \ he jr v- o i k ma ii 

under Sec tion 10 (L j < d i l i: i ii e 1.1 l i. 19- i 7 i (>i -;\i jj ud i c ji fo ii 
lo thi.^ Tribunal. T'he 1^, 
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SCHEDUIX 

“Whether the action of the managcmwii of M/s, 
Singareni Collieries Company Lm in terminating 
the services of Sri ThogaiH Venkaii w.e.f 2^-?^2001 
is legal and justitied? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled 

2, The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Pethioncr has luc submitted his 
claim statement althougih several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournhiettt has been filed. As such^ it appears that the 
PetitifMier is not interested to pujsve this case. 

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, 'NIL^ Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt, P. Ptiani GowrL, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the I &th of August, 3D0S. 

VED PRAKASHGAUR, Presiding Officer 
Appendix ofcvidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner NIL 
Witnesses examined for the Respondent ML 

DocuiiKiits narked for the Peiitioner 

NIL 

Pocuments marked fvrthaRespoiulenl 
NIL 

^ 4 2€08 

2731.— 

^ 14) ^ mu 17 ^ 

^ 4’qic (+H9HI fil/2006) ^ 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 

SO. 2T3L— In piirsu^'c of Section 17 ot' the 
Industrial Disputes Acu 1^47 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govemnutrift hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 81 ^006) 
of the Central Government Industrial TribunaJ-ciini-Labour 
C 0 U 1 I+ Hyderabad as shown in the AnnfiKUfre, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the managemCPl of M/s. Singareni 
Co]Meries Company Limited^ and their woritmen, which 
was received by the. Central Government on 4-9-2OOS. 

[No. L-22012/I4/2006-IR (CM-EOj 
AJAY KUMAR GATJR, Dc^k Officer 
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ansexure 

BEFORE TOE CEhTIlLKL GOVERNS 
lM)lJSnUAL TWBUNAIXI^^ 

COURT AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT jShri Ved PrakashGfliir, Presidiitg Officer 
Dated the ISthdayof August, 2008 
Jnduslrial Dispute No.LD. Sl/2fl06 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretafry, 

(Sri Bandar! Saty^nanayana) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council, 

H.No 18*3-90/3sGaneshNagar, 

Markandeya Colony^ 

Godavarikhani -505209 ,.,.lVtitioiWT 

AND 

The Gofieral Manner, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri - 504231 ..RcEpondenl 

APPEARANCES 
For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent; M/s. P A.V .V. S. Sarma& 
VijayaLaxmi Panguluri, 
Advocates 
AWARD 

L The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
Order No. L-22012/M/2CK)6-lR (CM-tJ), dated 25-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between fee management of 
Singareni CoLlierie^ Company Limited and their workman 
under sedsem 10 (1) (d)oflhe l.D. Act* 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

"'Whether the action of the management of 
M/s, Singarem Collieries Company Limited in 
terminating the services of Sri Dasari Srini vis w e.f. 
28-2-2000 is legal and justified? Ifnotr lu what relief 
the workman is entitled?'' 

2 The case is calicd out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportuniles has been 
given to him. He as absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not iuteresled lo pursue this case. 

3 . Accordingly, this case is being closed iuid this 
Court of view that the Petitioner deserves no reliefln respect 
of the matter in reference. Hence, 'NSL’ Award is pissed. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowfi, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her+ corrected and pronounced by me on 
this fee 13th day of August, 2008 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, PresklingOfficer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petit loner Nil, 

Wi[ nesses examined for the Respondent Nil. 
Documents marked for the Pclif iontr 
NIL 

Documents marked forthc Hcispoiidciit 
NIL 
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4 lOOi^ 

■5^. m 27 ^ 2 . -'HrrfTrr^ -^Tjrf^TTTq ^^47 

( r>47 TFT -4; ^ 1 7 -X -^i^TqTTfr ^ 

^ ^[^f, ^ iy 3(fefn^ 

^ 74 ^. 134T ^ -crw (4 ^1/2004 ) ^ 

TintTRT ^FTTTl Jit --t^ mXR ^ 4-0-20Cia ^ TJPfl 

^3fn f-Ji I 

L^. ^.t^i:;on/l/2003-STliafT[T(l^t,^.t] 
^ -iTir^ ^+ 1 KI 

hR" VI >cr'ih I. (1 ;c 4tl 1 s ept ciTibe r, 2008 

S.O. 2 M2 -■■ 111 pur^iuance of Settjon ]7 of tho 
Iridusirial DiipLiLc?i Aci, 1947(14 of W7\ the Central 
t iovi; rnrnci 1 LI ic rohy pu h I i.'ihcs the aTv^rci (Re f. N 0 ,91 .(2004) 
tj! t[)e tndu^tnal '(ri bon a-.'labour Court, Patna as shown 
m (b(^ AriTiiivuTt, in the Indusirial dispute between the 
fOipioyLT.s id relaii^nn lo tlie nnanagemcni of Cantonment 
Hoard and rlv;ir >^orkTT.riri, wh^ch was received by the 
Centr^i Government on 4-9^2008. 

[No. L-I301!/1/2000-[R[DU)J 
A.1AV KU MAR GAIFF, Desk Officer 

ANM-XIRK 

BEFORE riti: PWr^StrnNG OFnCEEl, JNDUSlKJAt. 

TRliUlN { SHkAM BHAWATV, BATLEV KOAH, 
PATNA 

[tLier vjtti C:,\c No, 91 ot 2fl04 
No. io(r)or2F04 ^ 

Bettvcf I i 11 se tn r.n ^Ci] s 0 !' Can loi imeitt Board ^ Dan apur 

Canton mem Lird [heir workman Rjm Swaroop, resident of 
vdlage-Tiirhatolj, f'.O. Oiiiiapitr, Patsja. 

Foriho Maiiaj'emeerit: Stiji Satish Kumar Agarwa! and 
Shri Binay Kumar, Advocates. 

I'orfhc Wofk)i>«n .' Stiri RajcJih Sahay, Advocate. 

■ Vii&udeo Ram, Pnesidtn^ Officer. 
tRdustrLalTribdniii. Patna 

AWARD 

Pndn^. dated tJic 2 71 Pi Anuu^d. 2008 

By adj-.jdkmiori OrJa No. 1.-1 .?0l l/l -'2003 [R(niJK 
datoii 6-"-!^OU4 T^’^J GovJirnnciii of IrLdta. MioLstiy oft-ahour. 
N(;w DcEhi under clnu^c [d} rrSub-SecHnu (1) iirid Suh- 
SecMLin (TA) o^ Sc:(iiiri [Le Indoitritjl Disputes Act, 

I ^17 Hiereimifier calh^d -Ua- AlT |nr hrcviiy) jelbnvd die 
dispuiu between [I'v miLCiii^eincul nl' Lontonment Bojjd. 
rXinapurraittonjireiu and tenir workman Rain Sivtiroop nf 
ViiJLiN^-l urliaiol?. P.t;. D-inapur. Patna tn Ccn[i;]| 
(jovurnmeiii liiJusirmI Tribunnl -euni-habour Coiirc 
fJhanbad No. 2 foi adjudieaiion on the foliow- irii^ ■ 


"Whether the actinn of the management of 
Caritonnient Board. Patria in not fixing the pay-scale [if 
Shri Ratn Swaroop^ Assistant Punnp Driver Grade 11 in the 
pay scale of Rs.950-20-1150-25-1300 legal and ju.'itiri^^ 
Arid further^ whether this has led to wrong takulafion of 
the pension and other retirement dues? If yes to what 
relief the retired workman Shri Ram Swaroop is entided 
to?" 

SubsequenflyvideorderNo.L-taO [^t/200j m(DU], 
dated 17-8-2004 the Govanunent of India, Ministry of 
Labour, New Delhi transferred the Reference Case in rhis 
TribunAl to dispose of the same according to law. 

2. Thoparties appeared on notice and filed the wfiitcn 

statement and thestaternentofclaiin respecLivcIy.l’he case 
of the worldnaD as made out in the siatemcm of claim is 
I hat he appointed on the post of Khalasi [Lower Grade 

servant) under the management of Cantonment Board. 
Danapur Cantonment on M1-1956. The workman was 
promoted to (he post of Assistant Pump Driver on 
4-12-1963 and he worked on that post till 22-5-196K and 
thereafter he wai reverted back to the post of Putnp'Khalj^r 
Further, the contention of Ihe workman is ihat lie wi^s 
promoted to the post of Assistant Pump Driver in il'ie Senile 
Of 37S-480 on 25th July, 1986 whereas Shri Saryu^ 
Shah, an employee junior to him was given promotion in 
the scale of Rs. 480-680^ The workman claimed the Scale of 
Rs. 480-6SO w.e.T 1986 but the managemen! paid no heed 
to his nepres^tations. Further according ro the workman 
the scale of Rs. 48CK6B0 was made fiftfectivew.e.i'. 1-3-19 H6 
vide Bihar Goveminent Finance Department Rcsciluiion 
Na 3 P.A. JL 1/S6-2 Wl-dated 20-1-1987, Again 

scale of Rs. 480-680 was revised to the scale oT 9>(t- 
1500 but the wurkman was not given the said sciiR. I he 
woikman was made to retire on 31 -7-1992 after compktinn 
oflhc age of 58 years. The workman claims the bone Hi ol' 
Stale Rs. 950-1300 besides other retiral benefits. 

3. The contention of tJie managcnicm is ihiK ih^' 

w-orkman Shri Ram Swaroop was appointed on ] -1 -1936 in 
tilt pay scale ofRs, 17-25 per month a? 1 Vth gr;idc ciiipk>> ue. 
He was promoted a$ Assistajii Pump Driver w.o f l-l -■^- 
1 963 in the ps^ scale of R 5 .35-43-55 per nionlh. 7 he woi knijn 
on completion of ID years of^ervitu was given lime 
Bound Promotion on (he poit oF ['^unip [driver (jrade II 
w=.c.r 1-1-1986. He w-as given 2nd Time Bound Froinoiion 
with eftec( d^m 1 -A -1989 in the pay scale of Rs. 823-1 5-9(jO- 
ZO-1200 with other allowuncefi I he worknuu 
^iuperannuated from &ofviee w-ith cITeci iinJii 
31-7-1992 on the monthiv sakiry of Rs. I 16(1. The 
management further cL>ntend!i lhai Sarvug Sj|i 
appointed direclly on the posi of Assistant Pump Driver 
oi^ 31-12-f 981 whereas %=hc-'rki-nan Ram S^varoop ua-n 
promoted from the post of khalasi to the poft of A.'^^^'^LiJnr 
F'liw^p Dnver in 1986^ Fonhfj r>i:tt>Tchi>g lu Vhic n,-m 

Finance Depaximent Resolution dated 2<J-1 -1987 nmN mU 
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be applicable to the employees of Cantonment Board and 
assuch the wortanan is not entitled to the salary ofRs. 480-680 
with effect from I '3-1986 as claimed by the workman, 

4. Upon the pleadinsu of the parties and in view of 
the terms of reference the following points arise out for 

decision ; 

{i} Whether the action of ihe managcmetit of 
Cantonment Board, Palna in n&t fixing the Pay 
Scale ofShri Ram Swamop, Assistant Pump Driver 
Grade II in the Pay Scale of Rs. 950-211-1150-25- 
ISOOJegal and justified ?. 

{iij W hether ihe fisalion of pay of S hri [tam Swaroi^p 
in the Scale ofKs. 950-1500 has led to wrong 
calculation of his pension and other rctiral 
heneflts ?. 

(ii i) What rel ief or re1 left Shri Ram Scroop is eni itled 
to 

F[\DINGS 

Point NoSr (1)^ <ii) t 

5. Both the parties have adduced oral as well as 
doenmenUry evidence in support of their respeeiive 
contentions.. The management has examinned altogether 
three witnesses namely Brind Kishore (M.WJ), an 
Accountant in Cantonment Board, Magendra Kymar Gupta 
(M,W 2), Cashier in Cantonmeni Board and Kamleshwar 
Pathak (M. W,3) aielired LI.D C. of Cantonment Board, The 
m^nngernent has fil^ pohotocopy of provisional pension 
and Gratuity Form of the workman (Exi M), photocopy of 
reciept (ExtS, M/1 Ui W5\ of service book of workman 
(Ext, M/6) and photocopy ofapplicaiion for commutation 
of pension (Exl. M/7]. As against theft one Chhoie Lai 
Paswan (W.W.l) retired Pnmp khalasi of Cantonment 
Board besides Ram Swaroop (W,W..2) the workman has 
been examined on behalf of the workman. The workman 
has filed photocopy of order No, 127 da[ed 25-7-19S6 
(Ext. WIplKiiocopy of applKalion fbrcommularion of pension 
(Ext W/l), photo copy of decision of A,L,C, (Central)^ Patra 
dated 14-3-1974 (Ext. W/2) and photocopy of letter daled 
l2-M999of CanttHiment Executive OfEcerfExt. W/3), 

6 M.W. I has stated that the worionan Rams waroop 
was appointed on 1-11*1956 on the post of Pump Khalasi, 
he was ptomoted in 19H6 and retired in 1992, The said f^ts 
are nert disputed facts. M.W.l has further stated that the 
workman has been paid all hia dues and nothing is left to 
be paid to him. In his cross-exam iration the workman has 
got exhibited hisdncuitienis Exts, Wand WM may menriOfn 
here that photocopy of application for commutation of 
pension has been filed by both the parties, it is Ext. W/1 on 
behalf of the workman and Ext, M/7 on behalf of the 
tnanag^emeni but commutation of pension is not the issue 
before this Tribunal in reference for adjudication, M.W.2 
has proved certain documents namely the copy of the 




statement of provisional pension and graiuii^ (hAt.M.'W], 
receipts of payment of piO’-'-’-^io!-'"’! i^atuirv. rariicd 

cnca.^I^jnenlelc,tothe wod:kuian(Ext, M/i to bxi. M.'5 )i?f=-I 

the photocopy ofhi^se vice book(£xu M^6) which arc roi 
disputed and hcocc di. not require discossioi^ in dcLiiii. 
M. W. 2 has stated that the workman had rjiised i he d iai^v sc 
before LabourCcurtar^d the verdict given by ihc A.I 

(Centra llJ^atria-curn-CoiKt I i?uionoT[C£F M W. 

3 has also stated that tlie w-urktrLdUt has been given ail d■^c 
relira! benefits. 1’he wi-rkinan retired in 19^2 at dto a:!e oi 
the retirement age \ ^ enhanci^ to 60 >cai^ in ilK yc^u 
2ti00. 

7. W.W.l h:.s stated that he had seen Swarcoo 
working Pump Khaldsi, Rim f^waroop \ \V.VV.2'r has 
that he was appointed on 1-11-1956 oti ihc post oi fnmip 
Khalasi and he was geRlng Rs. 4C as pay and 
Ke was pmmoicdto the post or.Asss?tiUt1 IHnnp L>rivcr om 
4-12-1963 bur on 22 -5 196W he ^vas ic v{y i ej to the p f 
thiinp Khals-^i and hi^ pyy wa^: teduced ko ska: of :i 

Pump Khalaai. lie raised the dispute before she As-a. 
Labour Commissioner (Ocr]tral)LFatna and on 14-5'' ih^-ro 

was an agreement (Ext. W/2) 14 ;wording ic wl^ich fic shotu^^ 
have been given the scale of Rs. bui (h.- 

management did not give the ?amc- A^co■:■d^ng]y, 'h'c 
workman claims scale of Rs. 950-! 501 j -^nd other benerT- 
on that scafce. FToin per^uai of [-'xt. W.C ir xppe^.rs ihut iJte 
dispute with regard to le version of workman H.a<n S^MjJnop 
wa^ raised before the Labour Enfin ccmei^t t itTi^ier aiciiii ^^l}. 
Pattia-cum-Ccmciiiaiiian Officer uiid vhe same wrrn.i s>i 
setLleinent that the inaiiageincnt agreed to ta^ s? nevessaify- 
action lo create an additional post of Asst Hump DrA-cr in 
its next Board meeting and to obuiin jtanciion of the Central 
Command, J.ucknow, ll was also agreed mat the case ol 
Shri Ram Swaroop will be considered and prioniy will.he 
given in the maiter of regiularisation to the cadre of 
Pump Driver It was decided to impiement the above 
agreement within three nwirlhs.Nothing has been filed on 
behalf of the parties to show as to wlicthcr steps for 
implementation of the said ^eement was taken and 
what result. The workman in his statemem before <h5s 
Tribunai has stated that he was not given the stale as per 
agreement. The said Ext. W/2 does not show that it was an 
agreement for giving scale to ihe workman. 

S, The workman claims that the scale of Rfe. 950*1500 
is the revised pay scale of Rs- dftO-dSO. The wotkman in ttic 
statement of claim has claimed that Saiy ug Sahn an emp !□> cc 
junior to him was given the scale of Rs. 480-6S0 hut he 
being the Benior in service to Shri Sai^ug Sah was given 
the scale of Rs, 375-4Sb, but the workman in his statement 
before this Tribunal is silent on that point and ha^i not 
whispered anything on that point. Howevern a photocopy 
of Order No. 127 dated 25-7*19S6 has been filed on behsil r 
of the workman and has been marked Ext W from personal 
of which it a 4 >pear? that Shri Saryug Rah was in Pump [driver 
Grade [l from 21-2-1981 and was promoicdiu Pump Drivo 
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Grade 1 tiT ::cale 0-6^0 \\\'\b ^lorknii^n 

why was l^iUjp J\hi;la::i from 1 -11 -) ^56 was con^^qy emiy 
pintinoii^cl ty Piimp ]'3riverG trade II in the scale of' 1 ^ 5 . 

4lfCl in [he vieitniry tauMid hy promotion of S3-j'i S?ijyu£ 
&ah . [ may nit'ntion in;re tliai l[;e w^^^k^oan (W 7) in hfs 
sLaLcincLjL hirfo'-o Hd.i Trio [mill has Uii^i 'k- was 

nromo< cd i o i hi, posl o:'. \ ^srai Pun ip L>r: \ ct li: ■ 4 - i 2 - f 2 
bui tic was I r vcrlcd to the post of Pu nip Khal a ^ ■ on 22 -5-1 '>6 S 
and 1113 pay wsir. al:^ ■ l ediiced to that ot'Purnp Kj.ala n. \ inder 
SJ"C ciitLiai-i-r.Lo-. ^ ■ 1 :i Li thLit llie ivorkman canm^t Glaifo the 
oO^j^ofkr -1/ oijr-scquontly of Ps. 4M)-! the 
baiio ofboiri^^ senior to Sh.ri Saiyug Sah 

'-y. tlot'i ihc pai TIL’S tiava tiled die eopy oI'ivieTji!ji Lu:idtLni 
nf fttlTlfPuCTil bi;Lw-ct:n the CanJonment Board and tfi^ir 
workmnin 196^. iihouyh nor marked 9>hsbtt) whic3i are on 
rpct'Frd s cctiro ■ :i I y 1o p ara 7 o f i ho sii i d set 11 timer, t'' in th e 
cvciiS r■1■revi^'i■:i ofpay ssjak- by a silale Goveinmciu atter 

I -9' ■. L! Te \! d pay sc ^ Ec and tlic form u 13 foi T i\afiofl 

of pa\ .r^ i!'.-^ r-L-ii^cd pay ^ioale as specified by ihe Stale 
Gov[ Mii'li . i^'utis nnniiindh be nnjide iippiicahle to tbe 
CHnlonmem iks-ird employees tn The Stare (jiwtrnmenl 
employees '' Aoeording to the said seislcnicni fat serial 
No. 2)tliee.v]S:iLj^de^^jgnation of Asst. Pump Driver Punip 
Driver whspr.hposudto be desi^ated iis Tamp Dh>^erGi^de 

II which ■..'r'W't be equis-filer^ to A^st Pump Mi^tri ol'l^thar 
Cr<]venuu^n| ^iiut the sam: soaic ivas lo be ^iven and the 
e>:isti]ig Licsja.-.atiOTi ol i^L-nip Driver (aL seriiil No. 22 nf 
memorjndaofmas proposed to be de.^)™[ed os Pump 
Drivti'driidc fv^iiicf) js eriaivfllent to Troek Driver in Bibar 
{}over)imcn[ photocap}- ol' fiihar Gazette dated 
14-2-1996 has bee nailed w!i ich slio ws thai Tnnj k Dri vei i n 
Rib at Goverrmnunl (Pump Driver Cjrada i in Cantonmctil 
Rain'd) l-i?is been uiven scale of Rs. 950-1500. As.:l. Pump 
Driver<ji-ade I[.under!he circunuitaticescati noteJuirnthat 
scale of Rs. 950G50n ns cifiimed by the wtijfkdian I he 
workman hi;‘^ iifed pbolaeoy aneiter d^icd 12^ M999 of 
the 1 1 on i ncri t I - \ cc u t i ec t!>iliccr. Dan ti pur O' li ni a n m c nt 
( R\T j) w- h ic h s hows t hut the L \ccu! i vc S>flker m i:n Lion cd 
I hat (he Pump Driver Grade I and Pump Driver Grade II 
bolli are pcTtannin^y the ^:imc duticii and request'd (b;j[ 
[he^anciitMi tO GOC-in Chiefmay be obiainedlo revise the 
pyy 5Cijk’ of Pump Driver Grade Jl w-.e f [-1-19136. But 
nothing his been Tiled Uf ^h^)w ihai the sancrion as 
requested has been granicd by iheCK^-iti-Chief. l.'n<3ef the 
circunisraiLco di^eusLnCd above i find dial the svarkmnn 
who retired as A^iSt. Pump Dris-er Grade iJ cumun claim The 
sc Li Ic 0 f R s 95 0-1 5 00. 1.' nds r tb e c i rcuni st ai ices d i scusse d 
above [ find and hold rhatth^ action off he ruLinaueirient of 
CATHLninienL Ek'Lifd. PutiiLL in run fixing the fiay scale of lEie 
w en knintn in tJic- scale ol'Ks. 95(^- i 5(10 cannot he said illegal 
and unjuiil ified. Accord in t find and hold ibat 
non-fixaliOiii o1 pay of ihe workm^m m the scale of 
Ks. 9.50-1 500na.snol led to wismgc^lcuknioii uJ'Jn.s pens son 
and olherreliral ber.etlts. l^oinr Nos. f ij) are decided 
accordingly. 


ipAmll Si'^'.j^iijl 

Point No. (ill): 

10. Keeping in ^iew the dtHCU.ssiofis miidc above 
and the finding arrived ai on Point Nns (i) and (ii) 1. tind 
and hold thaf the M'oikrsum ih. \tc\t entitled ta LLn\ vclicf 
claimed for.Tlii.s ponii LleeideJ tic cart.! ingly 

1 ]. Under the circotnsLancos discussed above f 11 nd 
and hold that the action oj'ilienninjgement ol'GiiiULjMnicm 
Board, Patna in not lbs in g the pu} scale of Sliri Rrim !^wai\>t>p. 
Asiislant Pump Driver Grade M in the -^eale (.4'Rs. 95(.l - 1 sO(j 
is legal and Just ified. E-uither, I tlnd thul ihi^ Eia^ run kU m 
vLTongcakulalion of the pen Gan and other retiremeni dues 
[ ako find that retired WL>rkman Shri kLirn Swaroop noi 
entitled to any relieT 

] 2. And that i^; niv jw urJ. 

. K A M. J' rei id sri g {) I'l it er 
-1 20(1^; 

-3^. 2733. 3TM=R^. 19h" 

(1947 ^ 14) ^ ij:7T i;- ^ ^ ^ 

^friTT ^ ^ wi2; jfl^ ik 

kC .^I'r v:tT h f^^l^ k' 

^ Ti. > '^T 

^ ^qwt. ^ 4-9-21h)^ WTi 

^3Tr ^ I 

LTt. ^d-40()l2.'2.G'2(l04-i¥S3irTL."iq'j 1 

hJew Deh:l. TtiC 4th .^eplunibLT, 

S.O. 27JJ^ In juir^uance of Section 17 o1 the 
Industrial Disputes Act. ]94"(l l of I947y the Cenirnl 
Gaveniment hcrcbv fmbli.dtes the ijwucd of (he IndU'ilnal 
'J’ribundl/Liibou]- Toiir!, Tune now us ;^ht)win in (he 
Annexure, iri the lndu^1rial dispute heiwoomhc eniplovers 
In relation to the mamigcmer.i of Ikpjnmeiit of'Rlecomi 
and their workman. ■\'Hh]c]i received by the fkiuriil 
Oovenmienr on -1-9-2 (lOii. 

[No. W{}OI2.-=23/2004-IK([JU)| 
A (.AY K1..'MARGAD!G Desk Oftlccr 

.annkxiirf: 

liKFURE THE PRESIDING DEKIGEK IN LABOUR 
COLKi; PlJNL A I PI INK 

Reference ( IDA)No o5i} 291)4 Iks h. No. 31 

Bharat SancharNigatn Limited 
Bajiraci Rood, Pune 410042 .. 1st Paity 

AND 

Rymesh S. Khaiadkar Posi \Lindgaan 

Tal. Daund.Pune Ifiid Party-' 
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Conm : ShriFT.Rrfmk 

AFTEARANCES 
^ Mr. Zende - A^vocvte for 1 Party 
Mr. A.Y. Shikaiidiaiie-AdvMi^ Patty 

AWARD 

dated the 25t!iApriU00« 

Tills refcreriK ij made by Dy. Commissioificr of 
Labour, Govenunent of India, Bhaiat Sarkar, Ministry of 
Labour, Shram Mantralaya, New Delhi under section 10(1) 
and 12(5) read with section 2-A of Uk IndustriaL Dhpuies 
Act, L94T for adjudicativn of industriaL dispute between 
alK^ve leforftd parties logardmg the retn^^ hill 

bflckw^s and jncideulal benetiu. 

2^ The case of second party in brief is thel be was 
employed in tekpbone exchange at Nandgaon since 199^- 
Hb job was to rectify tefophone and cable faults, dig 
tnezicbes^ climb telephone poles and work on telepho^ 
lines* to clean the office etc. He a™ woHcing under die 
swpflvbion and control of JTO^ Kedgpon - Sbrt Tewari. Ha 
was paid wages JTO on Form No, SE-P* His monlhly 
wages were Rs. 1000. Ftooi l-l-2000> his services were 
temunited wAhffutany m>ticeaiidconi|^^ 

Semfi dfiwshis wages wen paid in cash without taking his 
sjgnalures on any paper. He approached to All India SO 
ST Upimi aodpersufid his care for permanancy. As a result, 
the PtincipaE^^eraJ Manager of ^Tst Party directed his 
subordiiiwte ofiicen to sevid detaib of services lecord of 
the Second Parly, On 3-1-3002, the concerned SDE sent 
the details of the rervioe etc, of die Second Party to the 
General Manager. Mea^nwhilc, this leference came to be 
sent to the Court wberein the Second Party submitted the 
claim with the prayer of leinstaiement and consequential 
benefits from 1-1*2000. 

3, The claim of the Second Party has be^ resisted 
by the First Party by filing written statement at EKt.7. The 
very employer-empkyec relatloiubip has been dented by 
the First Party^ It has been contend^ fay the Fir^ Party 
that the Second was never in the cmplayvnent of the 
First Party as alleged. With this, the entire claim has been 
denied by the First Party and prayed for rejection of the 
reforenee. 

4. Considering the pleadings and avennents, the 
following points sprout out for determination; Ute 
RB&onings uhI findings thereon are as under: 

POINI^ flNPINfS 

1; WheUier there was employer-employee 
felatHHiship between the Second Party 
and First Party as alleged ? Yes 

1 WbedKTthe Second Party VVB5 illegally 
sloped by the First Party to be in the 
employmentof the Fh^t Party w.c.f 
1-U20007 Yes 


y Whether the Second Party is entitled to 
the relief claimed 7 Yes 

4. What Award ? Allowed 

REASONS 

5. Point No. 1 i The Second Party - Ramesh Khaladkar 
has examined himself at Exh. it and three others wittwares - 
Namdev Laxman Bhame^ Dattatray Baburao Bhujbaln and 
Uttam Dattoba Shelar at Exh, 24^25,36 respectively. On the 
other hand, the Respondent has examuied solitary witness- 
Avinash Keshavrao E>orak at Exh.2S, Any of the parties 
did not place his reliance on the documentary evidence. 

6. It is evident from the testimony of the Second 
Party - Ramesh Kbaladkar that since 6-5-1998, he was 
working with the departmenl of telecommunication at 
Nangaon. His job was to connect and repair the telephone. 
He was doing the repair in of underground cables. He was 
also starting generator in the office. He was doing his 
duties under flie instructions and directions of JTO who 
was paying him monthly salary of Rs. 1000 by taking 
signature on his diary till December, 2002. That time JTO 
was Dwahnie and sub-divisional officer was Pale war. 
Suddenly^ he was asked not to come on duty and stopped 
coining on duly without paying any compensation. 

7. In cross examination, he admiticd that any 
appointment letter was not given to him by the First Party. 
He also admitted that airy document has not been produced 
on record to showthat JTO - Tiwari has given him ihc job 
and salary. The suggestions of falsehood have been totally 
denied by thi$ witiiess. 

ft. Mr. Namdev Laxman Bhame - retired employee of 
this First Party has cOTTOboraied the testimony of the 
Second Party try deposing that he was appointed in the 
year 1964 m ihedepartnient of teleconitTiuntcaPon and was 
working till 2000. In the yew 1998-99, be was working as a 
Telephone Lineman at N^ngaon Telephone Exchange, 
where the Sttond Party - Ramesh Khaladkar was working 
with him as a Helper. He specifically deposed that as a 
Helper. The Second Party was repairing telephones, 
lemaving faults of cables etc. He also deposed thal the 
SecotKl Party was working with him as a Helper for five 
months till he was transfcired foom Nangaon to Jejmi. 

9. In cross-exammatior in respect of the Second Party 
only, the suggestion was put to this witness that he has 
deposed False that the Second Party was working with him 
for five months and the same came to be turned down by 
this witness. Any other adverse admission could not be 
extracted in the cross-examination Irotn this witness. 

10. The Ollier witness Dattatray Bhujbal who is itill 
in the employment of the First Party has also torroborated 
the testimony of both these witnesses No, I and 2. !t is 
evident from his testimony that in December 1998, he v^as 
transforred to Nangaon Telephone Exchange as a telephone 
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Imman. The Sl^lohJ Piirty working for findm^ the 
oahl^.^ fauU^ riti-d r^f-iisrhi.^ Uk- ^anie I3e ^vlI£ \^■l>^kin[l at 
Naii^aQa Tclephune Li\thLinL;t tili 20d(> Hi: al.^n !timed 
down lii^ ol' fals^isciod nenarden^ [hi: Se^jond 

Party, lie :jiso -.idi^iited Lh<i( he did "01 d.ive any 
docuniciHary evidence ui ihat the Second Party was 
wiirktJie wLili hinj in \:in;.iafijLl'elcf>h(Tinc Lxciianee. !\t:ep£jl 
ihe-jtji^ct.tl-.'ni ni tbinehood. any thvourabte a^l>^Lov.-. coidd 
nal be extras led Ti'Of.t '.nis witness. 

I I. The fc-tLi tii wilneii. Udiirn Shehir hiis depoiied 
that uJicn fic joijieii hss dtiiy in [he year I97fi t^t'd ^vas 
transferred to Nan^aivn Telephone R?tch;tn^c a^ :i plioiie 
methaniL:. I !c '.■vas^iiiowin^ Ramesh Kh^iladknr as a^oident 
ofNangaon and spccirtcalfs deposed that tho Second Tarty 
had never worked wRh him in "Nan^jan Telephone 
Exchange. This winiosii has not at^lll been cro.sii-o.vamiiied 
by the F irst Fhirt>- !iy declining \o crass. 

< )Ti going through the very precise testimLin^ oi ilhb 
witness Nur it ckiu- that thoucJi he has depn.^L'd thai 
the Set;01 id E^nty had never worked with him in Nangann 
Telephone E^eba^)ge^ In: did not depose that The Second 
l^ady Wrii not working with the E-irst Party. Mnreover, he 
his also no! deposed the period in which he was working 
Nangaon as a phnite Enechnanic and henct. hia ^esr!rnony 
for want of part icukn dcTdls, eariEiot be considered against 
ihe Second Patty. En these eirciimstarjces. thi: hiriii P^irly 
was Hn[>fK?^cd t^.? bi'ing ijtl the detail i of this wilnc'is abotiiT 
wheji he was work in c at \angaon telephone K\cltati|!;c 
and whether in that televant period, the Second Pany 
workiitg ai not. 'I he Ftrsi Tarty has chosen lo deeJioc fo 
crass-cxaiTiii)LLLLori. 

\ 2 . T1ii>uali any docnmontoty evidence has not been 
produced on record from the side of the Second Party. Iiis 
[estirnojiy has been rightly eorroboraled b> ilie iwo 
w itn^fi^es. ode of which is tJie cx-employee nf the Firsi 

and i>r)e is not presently in llie employr^tent of the 
First Peril. Moreover, ibe lei^timony o^' (he Eourih 
w-itn ess fJ ttarii Sli eliu. 1 1 lOU gjt n at supported i h c Seeond 
Parly tor ’.vllih of niny dc[ails cannot be consider^'d even 
againbt tins Second Parly- ■ KluilaUkar. 

\1. Or I behalf of the E-irs< Party Avo>a>h Do rale (be 
Diviiskinal l-ngmcer hai; been examined. It is evident from 
his tc'itEtnoTiy thai as per the direct Sons ofhis superior, he 
has come to depose on behalf of the Kiist Party. Any 
payiticjil was lun iniide lo the Second Paily. As [>er the 
Tccurd, til ere is; nothing to gi^thtr that he had ever svorked 
with the l irs^ J^orly 

14. In oross-u^ammiction. he odiTiiticd that he has 
not pri>duLL'd any pow-er of attorney or autlnjrity to depose 
on bchall ol ilic Fir^t Parly. Fnrther. he admitted that same 
part time cosool lubours were ^vyrking its Daund Diviiiion. 
1-1 c could nol tyil the rateis or procedure la regu[arise the 
I a bn . bti l sieo ied lI lut the J ' fO u sed to mak e i h c p;i> m en t 
EO the parl-firne cos uni 1iibr>urs on vouehers. At the saiflc 
time, he iidmiued ihat the J TO was hiivjne inipres-scd 
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accouiil buL has deposed that the contract labours were 
paid by the respect^^■c contractors. 

He admitted in fiie cmss-cx ami nation that some 
casuaE workers were regulai tsed in Daund Division by the 
First Party. He could not clorily by which Fnt?de those casual 
lubotirs were regularised. Any documentary evidence has 
also nai been adduced on behalf oh he Ftrsl Party- 

15. 'Vhc learned Advocate—Mr. -A.Y. Shikarkhane, 
for the Second Party, has subtniced that the Second Party 
has compieted continuotLs 240 days in the ctnloyment of 
the First Party-. But ut the same time, while terminating his 
services, the compiiance of Section 25-F was not done by 
the first Party by not paying any retrenchment 
compensation and hence, he be reinstaied wkh continuity 
of service and full back ^vagcs. 

Per contra, tlic )c;irncd Advocate—Mr. Zende, for 
the First Parly, has submitted that the entire burden was 
on tlic Second Party to prove that he had worked with the 
First Party bin for w=anE of tiny documentary evidence, it 
could not be proved.! k picked the admission ^iven by the 
witness No. 2 in cro.s.'i examination that he was the only 
employee working at Nan^aon. He also submitted that JTO 
—i'iwart had not been cxamiticd by the Second Party 
though he is still In the employment of the First Party. FTe 
placed his rehance m the ca.^es of Mukund Staffs Officers 
Association v/s. Mukursd Limited [2007 (6) ALL MR. 312] 
and Secretary t Statt of Karnataka and others v/s. Umadevi 
and others (AIR 2006 Supreme Court 1806). 

16.1 laving consldctcd the submission tabled by both 
the sides, considering the ratio ofthe authority of Mukund 
Staff Officers Asocial ion v.-jt. Mukund Limited [2007 (6) 
AI Tr MR. 312], it is clear thaL the burden Is on the Second 
Party lo establish it when the claim has been denied by the 
Ftrit Party. The sum and substance of the second authority 
relied upon by the Firiit Party Is That the temporary 
employees appoliucd in violation of the constitutional 
scheme do not have any legal fight to be perminenlly 
absorbed in the employmcnl.The facts of the instant case 
being absolutely different than that of the foregoing 
authority, it cannot be itiade applicable in the instanl case 
because It has been rjowF,erc taken the stand by the Firsi 
Party about the appointment by violation of the 
const!lutional scheme. 

!7. Having considered the foregoing discussions 
coupled with the corroborated testimony of the Second 
Party and failure on tlie puri of the first party to adduce 
any adverse evidence, I daiintlessly reach the conclusion 
that the employer-employee relationship exists between 
the Second Party and First Party- and as the compliance of 
Section 25-F was noE done by the First Pmty at the liroe of 
termination of services, it is held that he was illegally 
terminated by the Firsr Party. I therefon:, answer this issue 
Nos. ] and 2 accordingly. 

18. Issue Nu. 3: In view ofihc findings on the issue 
Nos. 1 and 2, hoping in view ilte fads and circumstances of 
the Second Part)' witiK-ss, so far as the retrenchment and 
continuity of ser\-icc arc concerned^ [he Second Party is 
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v«i^ much entiUcd to the reliefe claimed in that regard. 
However, in the entire evidence, as h has not been brought 
on record by the Second Party about his efforts to acquire 
any alternative gainful empLoyment, there being no oth^r 
option, the Second Party i$ not at all entitled to the relief of 
back wages as cLaimed. J, therefore, answer this issue No. 3 
accordingly, and m the aftermath^ pass following order: 

ORDER 

The reference is aUowcd+ The First Party is directed 
to reinstate the Second Party with continuity of service as 
a foil time casual labour in reguUr vacancy wherever it is 
availab]e. The prayer of back w^ges is rejected. No order 
as to (he cost. 

Place: Pune 
Darts :25-4-200« 

RT. RAHULE.Presidir^ Officer 
■^■fTF^.4 3008 

w. w. 3734,—aJiaftw feni? srfWrim, \<M7 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ •TO 17 ^ 

^ Tf4Wf5f ^ ^ , 

sffjFw ^ af l ti i P i 4? ftup; ii -jJfiinfl? 

aiftwWSR^^iraigW’t 1,'wr^^TTgp 2i5/99) 

4’9-20ft8 

fir I 

[?f. T?ia-400l2/2l4/IW9-3Ili3ilR) ] 

New Delhi, die4lh S«ptemb<r, 200S 

S.O. 2734.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Goventment hereby piiblisbes the award Ref. 355/99 
of the Central Govemtnent Indusnial Tiibunal cun Labour 
Court, No. L Chandigarh, as shown in the Annextire, in 
the InduslTk^ dispute between the employers in loiatioti 
to the managpmenl of Department of Telecom and their 
woricinain, which was received by the Central Govennnerit 
on 4-9-2008. 

(No, L^IOO 12S14/ 1999-iR(DU)] 
AJAY KUMARGAUR,Desk Officer 

AM9EXURE 

BEFORE SHR] GVANENDRA KIIMAR SHARMA, 

presiding officer, central government 

INDtlSmALTRIBUNAl^CUM-LABOlJROOURrr) 

CHANMGARH 

Cast No. LD, 225/99 

Sh. ^njeev Kjutnar S/o Sh. Mahabir Singh, E/o 733/1 1, 
Dai'ty,RDhtak-1240Dl ....Applicant 

Hie Dtstt- Manager, relecom, RoliitsI:-124001. 

.... Respandent 


APPEARANCES 
Forthe Workman: None 

For the Management: None 

award 

Passed on 30(h August, 2008 

Central Govt, vide notlfkation No, L-40012/214/ 
■999-111(01)), daied21-10'1999, has referred the following 
disputes to this Tribunal for atj^udioation : 

“Whether the action ef the tnaitagement of Deptt of 
Telecommunication, Rohtak in terminating the 
services of Sh. Siiijeev Kumar Driver w.e.f. 14-10- 
1996 is legal andjii9lified?lf not, to what relief he is 
entitled?” 

2. No one is present, on behalf ofwoitmar. Learned 
representalive of the management is also not present. Sittce 
nnw iimg this reference has been called number of tiines. At 
10.45 am, it was ordered to he placed befbte this Tribunal 
once again at 1 p-m. It is 2.30 now and on repeated call^no 
one is present, in spite of having of full knowledge of the 
proceedings of this reference. The reference is as old as 
referred to this lYihunal in the year 1999. On repeated calls 
since moon^ no one is present. Accordifif ly, the refenenoe 
is dismissed in defeult for non-prosecution. Central. 
Guvemment be informed accordingly. File to be consigned. 

Chandigarh. 

20-8-20W 

GL K-SHARMA^Pmsidiitg Officer 

IsevH, 4 ■ftRWI, 200B 

w. 2735,-^^WlPn! 3fffVfsra*i, 1947 

(1947 ^ 14) ^ *IRI 17 ^ arjww ^ 

^ ftWT ^ ^ TO ife 

atftwtwaiiT^idi^< 

429/2000) 9*113(10 ’^5# ^ tW4il< ^ 

4-9-2008 4ft 9RI ^ *H I 

fH T(N-400l2G63/2000-3nt3n^(^.^) ] 

aifllH 

New DeUi]±the4th Sept^bei^ 200S 

SrOr 2735.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act^ 1947 (14 of 1947X the Central 
Govermwm herein No,42M000) 

gfthe Cnitnil Govt Industrial Tribunal eum Lab<>ur Courts 
No. I> Cbandig^rh^ as shown in the Annexunet m the 
Industrial dispute between the etuployen id relation ut the 
iriai^geinetitofDq^nii^ onekcctn aiidfocr wotlai^ 
which was received by die Central GoveiTiineitt 4^ 

fNo, 1^I2^3/2M0-IR^ 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk OftkCf 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRl GYANENDRA KUMAR 5HARMA, 
PRESroiMG OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMEVT 
INDlJSTRrALTR[BUNAJX:UlVl-LABOlvK COl'Ri-l, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case Nff. ED. 429/2000 

Sh. Rajinder Singh S/o [.a] Cbands C/o Ashok Sharm^. 
279, Sectijr-3+ Fi^ridabad-l 2100 [ 

...Appisiiani 

Pfrjfiu 

The Cciwra] Manager, Telephunc^, Sector-16. 

Faridabad-12100 ( ... Respondent 


New Delhi, thelb September, 200S 

S.O. 1736. --In pursnance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes A cl, !‘>47 (14 of 1^47). the Cenimi 
Gwemmenl hereby pnbirshL--^ die auard (Reh No, 4 
ofthe Central Government hidoilrm) TnhunaJ'eum-labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annesurc, in the 
Industrial dispute beiwcco ibe maiugernem ofSin^^aneni 
Coliieries Company Ltmifcd. yiuitjLCir Turkmen, received 
by theCenlml Governmcju on 4’^^’200^. 

|N> 1.-22012 = I t?l.=2004-lk(CM-lJ)l 
AJAV kLA-lAR Cr A UR, Desk CHker 

ANNE^J^t RF 


appearances 

For the workfnan: N one 

For the management: None 

AWARD 

Passed or 20tb August, 200^ 

Central Govt, vide notificatiofi No, lAOO ! 2/'363:'2()0i>.- 
[R(DUh dated 31-10-2000, has referred the follnwfng 
disputes to this Tribunal tor adjudkation : 

Whether the aclton of the management of Deptt of 
Telecom in temiinating the services of ^h. Rajindcr 
Sin^ w.c.f 6-10-1998 is jusl and legal? K nov lo 
whal relief the workman h enlitied?" 

2. Ho One is present, on behalf of w^tirknn.jn, l.eamcd 
repiesentative of the managemeni is also not preseju, l^ince 
morning th is re ference has been cal led number of ti nies. Al 
1M5 am^ it was ordered lobe placed before LhisTribunal 
once again at2 p.m. J[ is 2.30 now and on repealed calLno 
one is present, in .'ipite oPhaving oPfuil knowledge of the 
proceedings of tlus reference. The reference is as old as 
refbmed to this Tribunal in the year 20t>0. On repeated calls 
since momiryg no one is present. Accordingly, the refertinre 
is dismissed in default for non-ptosccurion. Centra! 
Govemnwnt be informed accordingly. File to be consi^metk 

Chandigarh.. 

2fka-2Q0« 

G. K. SHARM A, Presiding 
^ 4 r^cIHC 2008 

3Rh 2716.■■ ]^47 

{1947^ 14) ^ t^TTT [7 ^ 

^.’qjrT. ^ ^ Ti^ rH4l-44^ ^ % 

345 ^ if -^£11^14^ ’q ^^4 

^4(^14 ^ 43/2005 ; ^ 

^T?fr ^ ^ 4 -9-2D0J1 ^ Tfra ^0 i 

[ n T^^^- 22012/11 S/2(M)4 - 3fni m C -11 j ■? 

■jfrf^j^'iTi 


BEFORE THECEYI ^tAiXX)VERNfVIEfMT 
TNDUbTRr AL TRl UUN AI .-GI;M-LAB0I.! K CT }\ J Rl’AI 
HYDFli.\liAl> 

Pi^inl: SHkI VED PKAKASII GALilC Presiding OJflccr 
Dated the 26lis 4 j> of August, 200K 
Industrial Dispute No. I lh43/2l>Rfi 
BRfcVVEEN 

IheOeoerai Secretary, fSh.<r Solonum). Singareni Collieries 
Mine Workers Union, /Jtr. i\o 0pp. Kydm Ra/ar, 
t jadavhkharii-505209. ... Pc[ iiioticr 

AND 

Tb? Chief General Mana^icr. S 1 ngun .11 i t'n Hi erics L\?)T>pa ny 

Linuted, Rainagundam—L l>i-. lifun 

Godavarikbani-5052D9. . . dto'^pondent 

ATFKaK antes 

For the Petitioner : Nil. 

For the Respondent : Ms C. Vijay Sbekar Reddy A. 

S V iij\ Vejik atush, Advocales 

AW.\RD 

The Government of fn Ji j. M uiistry- olT .abour by its 
urderNo. [.^22012N 18 20t?-i IR 1 CM.!i) dated 1 1 - 5^2005 
reterred ihc follow in dj.■;fl^lLL^^ bviwctn The managcTneni 
of Ihc Singareni Coliicrie.- t. Djnpiiny Ehrirted and their 
workman under section N4 ! 'Nd') of the f.n. Act. 1947 for 
ad j ud i eat ion 1 0 th i i Tri h:.i n j! Ti 1 e re .T-i ence i s . 

SC4iriXJ F 

‘'Whether the ■.'\\ liv ^.'hp-.’f Gencrnl Miino^er. 
iVl /s. S ingartn i Co II ^cric (. oi: si j.in;? :. jm i ' lxJ, Ramagu ndan^ ■ I 
Diviiiion, Codavrtrikh-=t^i' izi ier''n!ji'ring the ^crvjcc^i 
Sb. Mekala Rama Rai:, I'iOer C[>k-I Ineliiie,- 

Ramagundain Division I. f jud^iviLTikhaiii w(ih clTeti from 
9-7-2001 is legal and jii ^^titiLvi " 11' noi. i.> vviial folid rbe 
'-vorkman is entiilcd'.^^' 
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Hie case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None apfieered for Etetitioner, Respgi^ent’s 
rqjiasentalive present Petitioner has not submitted his 
cbim stalement ilthongh several opportunities has been 
grvento him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjoumninet has been fited. As such, it appears that the 
Pmkkmer » not interested to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, tbis case is being closed and this 
Court is ofthe view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
rspect of the mailer in reference. Hence, 'NIL* Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the Sdthdsy of August, 2O0S, 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Preskhne OfQcer 

d 

Appendu vfevidence 

WitnASsess ex^ined for the Witnesses ^Mitnmed 

P^tjofier ^ tfaeR«£poricknt 

MIL NIL 

Docnmtiits marked for the PellUcmer 
NIL 

E>ociiinei[timiir1ced Ibr Uk Respondent 
NIL 

’l(1^,4l%Rl^p2008 

w. w: 27S7.—spferilw IMiR 1947 

(i947^i4)itft iirrr 17 ^ 

^ aJhdIflw 

84/2006) ^ M^lfVra 
4-9-2008’^ «IT I 

^-220l2/I7/2O06-3f!^.m(#.’^.-ii) ] 

3fRt( 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 200ft 

S,0. 2737.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act* 1947 (14 of 1947)) (be Central 
(}^erTiinHfithmby pi4H^^ award (Ref. No. $4/2006)- 

of the Central Govemment Indus. Tribimal-cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad a£ shown in the Annexure, in the 
Lndufitrial dispute between the muTiageitient of M/s. 
Singaretii Collieri^ Company Limited, iind their workmen, 
rece Ived by the CentraJ Government on 4-9-2 HO S, 

[No. L-220l2/17/2006-[R(CM-i]>l 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 


ANNEKURE 

before toecentralgovernment 

INDUSTKIALTRIBUNaL^UM LABOIJRCOUH;I AT 
HYDERABAD 

PreKfit: SHRI VED PRAKASH GAUR, PrcsklinKOmccr 
Dated the 1 $th day of August 2008 
Industrial Dispute INu. [. D. 84^006 
BETWEEN 

The Genera] Secretary, (Sh. Bandari Salyanarayana), 
Singareni Collieries Employees Council, H. No. 18-3-90/3, 
Oanesh N^gar MarVandeya Colony,, Godavai ikhani 
50S209. ..Pttiftioner 

AND 

The General Manager^ M/s. Singareni Collieries Company 
Ltd. Maudamarri Division, Mandamarri 504231 

-Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner ; Nll^ 

For the Respondent : M/s-P.A.V.V.S, SaTTna& Vijay 
Laxmi Panguluri, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
Dtder No. L-22012/! 7/2006/1 R(CM A I) dated 2 5- i 0-2006 
refeired the following dispute between the managemenl of 
the Sit^^feni Collieries Company Limited smd their woHnnan 
underseetion 10(l>(d}ofthe ID. Act, 1947 forodjudicarion 
to this Tribunal The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

''Whether the action the Management of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited in 
tennirtating the service of Sri Nagav*th GovirHlu w.e.f. 
18-2^i999 is legal andjusiified? Ifnotnto what relief 
the workman is entitled?" 

2. The case is catle^i oiu several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitled his 
claim surement althoush several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitionw is not interested to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this ca$e is being closed and this 
Court is of the view that the Ptetitioner deserves no reliefs 
respect of ih^r :naticT in reference. lTerM:e, ^NlL' Award is 
passed. 

Dictnted to Smt P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by nie on 
this the Iftrh day of Augusi, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH GAl JR, Presiding Ofticer 


3467GI/0B-^ 
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Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses exatnined fnrthc Witnesses examined for the 
Peiitianer Kespundent 

Nit, Nl], 

nchciimcnts marked for the Petltjoiter 

NIL 

documents marked Ibr the Respondeni 
NIL 

^ 4 ftRTR7| lOOS 

3fr, arf^Pfw, it)47 

(1947 ^ 14) Min 17iqS‘34^TOJT^^lfhll’*nwnT?lT.^. 
T*,T(5r. ^ TRWSf ^ P#SR|i! aftr ^ 

aTfV^TT'f, ^ Tf. KJTSOOe) ^ V^hlFvid 

wicfl ^ 'V’sO'i ^ 4-9-300S ^ UrtsT JOT XfT i 

l3]fT-i3012/l6/2[W-afl(.3n(^ft.T!JT,-[1)] 

Ni;w Oeihi, the 4iih September, 2008 

S.O, 273B,- [fi pursmence of Section 17 or the 
tndusrrial Disputes Act, [947(14 of 1947), the Centra) 
Ckiveminf;!!! hcicby publishes the award (Ref, No. S3^300d) 
pf the Central GAvomment I nduatnia^ Tribiiiialxcutn -Labour 
Court, Hydorshad iii shown in the Annexure, in the 
Indusiriai dispute between the management of Mi's. 
Stnganent Collieries Company Limited, andtheir wodODCn, 
recci vtsd by the Central Governmeni on 4-9-2008. 

|No, L-22(}|2i') 6i:2D06-[R(CM>l[]J 
A JAY KUMAR OAUR. Desk omcer 

ANNEXURE 

B£FDR£ THECENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INnUSTOl At TRIBUN ALCVM'LADOUH COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present iSHRJ VFD PKAKASH GAUR.Ftak]ingOfIlecr 
Dated the 1 Dth August, 2008 
Industrial Dispute No, t. Pi flJi'jOQd 
BKTWEEN 

The General Secretary, (Sit. Ban dart Satyanarayana), 
Singareni Cniiieries Employees Counci I, H. No, l8‘3'90/3, 
Ganesh Nay hr MarJeandeya Colony, Godaverlkhani 
305209. ...Peririoner 


[Part 11—Sec. 3(ii)] 


AND 

The Genera) Martager, Mrs. Stngareni Collieries Company 
Limited Mandam9t)'i Division, Mandamarri 504231 

„.Rieq»ndent 

A1»FEARANCRS 
For the Petitioner ; NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s. P. A,V. V.S. SarmaA Vijaya 
Lax mi Panguiurl, Advocates 

award 

The Government of India Ministry of Labour by its 
order No. L-22012/' ] 6/2006'1R (CM. -1 [) dated 2 3-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the irianagement of 
the Singateni Collieries Company Limited and their worionan 
under sectfofl 1 0() )(d) of the LD, Act, 1947 raradjudicetiofl 
to thb Tribunal. Tlie reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

'"Whether the action the Management of M/s- 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in terminating the 
servioe of Sri Sandra R^ant w.e.f 16-4-1998 is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled?" 

2. The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals, None appeared for Pet it [oner. Respondent's 
representative present, Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statemciit although several opportunities has been 
gjveit to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjmiOTinent has been filed. As sucli, It appears that the 
Petittotier is twt interested to pursue this case, 

5. Accordingly, this case Is being closed and this 
Court Is of the view lhal the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, ‘NIL’ Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phaiti Gowri, Peraonai Assistant 
ttanacribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the ISth day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
AppeadUofevUenee 

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined for the 
Petitioner Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for the PetMlncr 

Nr. 

' Doctinieiils marked far the Respondent 

NIL 
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^ 4 IVflMt, 2009 

Vt, W, 17J9.—aiilfc fiWI^ 4lftlf*WR, 1047 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ lira n mvR HH 

Tft. ift. liiw. ^ fH4t'44*lf sIIt 1*1^ 4)^4n^ 

^ ^ Inf^y 4Aljlf)l44 ft414 ff-HtH 

arfVTTTT, i^lTWtVi ^ -q^ra (Tl>*f 
^f. 44/2005) ^ iraite ^raft t, ^ rawn ^ 
4-9-2009 ilS 9ira |[W on 

[Ti t5?r-220)2/l 19/2004-W#3inf9lt»pTHT>] 

3nra ^*TR ^ftr, "iw nftqsift 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2Q08 

S.O. 2739—In pursuance of Sectioti 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947}^ the Central 
Govemnent hetebiy publishes the award (Ref, 44/2005) of 
the Central Govern ment IndustHal Trl|Huial>cum“Labour 
Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annoxutn, in (he 
Industrial dispute between the management of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Co, Ltd. and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
4<9<2008. 

OKk L-22012/119/2004-IR(CM-n)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Omoer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTiUL GOVERNMENT 
INU5TR1AL TRIBUNAt.CUM4^IIOC» COURT AT 
KYSGRABAD 

Pmenl r Shri Ved Prakaih Giur, Precldln|Ofllccr 
Dated the 26th day of Augtist, 2009 
InduiimJ Wipuie Noi 1. D. 44/2005 
BETWEEN 

The Genera] Secretary, (Sh.O. Sokmon), 

Singareni Collieries Mine Woricers Union, 

Qtr. NOi. 703,0pp. Rythu Bazar, 

Oodivarlkhani - 505209 ,., Pethloner 

AND 

The Chief General Manager,, 

Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 

Ramagundarn - T Division, 

Codavarikhani - 505209 , ,Respoindeat 

APPEARANCES 
For the Petitioner : NIL 

For (he Respondent : M/s. C. V(jayi Shekar Reddy 4nd 
S. ViJ% Venkatesh, Advooetes 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
order No. U22012/119/2004>]R<CM-II> dated 24-5*2005 
refemd (he fbllowing d ispute between the manegement of 
the Singareni CollicriesConipary Limiied andiheir worisman 


under Section 10( 1 Xd> of ifae ],D. Aei, 1 947 fir adjudieation 
to (his lYibunal. The refarense b, 

SCHEDUU 

"Whether dse ection t^tfae Chief Geaenl Manegetr, 
M/a. Singareni Col I iff lea Company Limited, 
Ramsgundtm-I Division, Oodavarlkhini in 
tetRinulir^ the aervicas of Sri Matdelt Malieihun, 
Ex-Caal Filler, ODK-ti B IncUne, Ranigyndant 
Divuioiipl, OodavarfkhMil with effect fhm 2-^21)02 
is legal end Juitifled? If not; to wbatrelief die woilmian 
is eniitledT** 

2, The case is called out seven] time* afternipeaud 
intervals. None appcaoed fir Petiboiier. Rnpo^ent’a 
rapresentattve pment. Petitlonar has not sohmitted his 
claim snuement although sfiveni oppoiramliiea ha» been 
given 10 him. He Ja abeetu today also. No application Ibr 
atUoumroent has been filed. Aa such, h appeare that the 
Petilianer is not miereaied (o pursue Ihit cate, 

3. Accordbigly, thii cue ia being cipaed and this 
Court is of the view that jbe hn itjanor deaovea no relief in 
respect of Ibe maner in raferenpe, Henco^ TflL’ Awnrd is 
passed. 

Dictated 10 Snt, P, Phani Gewri, Penonal AsiisiM 
transcribed by her, conecied and profwimeed by me on 
this the 2ddt dtty of Auguit, 20n, 

VEDPRAKASH OAUR^Fteskling Officer 

dBBBItiUlEIldmt 

Whncasei cxiouned for Witnenea ensrained for 

Petitioner Reapondant 

ML NIL 

ItaMHKa Birtol fcrifetPeeiti^ 

m. 

DnaMwiimMhedmr flit jTiPtlUlftllll 
»ifftPoft,4ftniiRT,200l 

m, *R. alftftwi, 1947 

(1947WT 14)^Rra 17^ eiJ'iH'll ^ TRWR 1(tl 

^ dN ^ ftfi^ MNni ftniR ^ TRUtR 
artirtflinf tfr ^ii (ifR'f 

Tt 65/2006) ntt THSlftw ^ RintH nft 

4-9-2008 fan tu I 

[Tt fft-22OI2/3l6/20O3-«l# «R<aM^II)] 
wra t|f, iw mftnnfi 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2001 

&0. 2744L—In pumtiance of Soction 17 of (he 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Cervtml 
Govemoient liMby publishes the Bwwd (Ref 65/2006) of 
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the CcnirAl GovemmCDl Industrial Tribunal-cutn-Labour 
Court, HydcTiibad bs in ihc Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute berv^-ecn the employers in rclatiun lo the management 
of M/s, SingareniCotiieriesCo. Ud,, and their worimen, ivhich 
was received by I he Cent™ I GovemfneiUoo 4-9-2t)t)fl. 

“■ [No, L*2201:-:3 lo-2005-lR(i:'\Mni 
AJAY KUMAR GALiR, Desk Oltleer 

Y f 

j ANNEXURE 

BEFORE mf: CENTRAL GOV EK IN M tl>T 
iNtJSTRTALTKmUNAIrClJM-LABO^iR COE RT AT 
HYDFJUBAD 

PRESENT: Shh VhI Prakifth Gaur, Prt^idinj^ Officer 
Dated Ihc 18th day of August, 200^1 
TTfdustrisil NOr I - D. 6Sy2UU6 

BETWEF^ 

The General Sec notary, . 

{Sri BatxiariSptvanarayana) 

SirLgareni CnlUri^ iti. Employees Ctiuneil, 

H.No.l 8-3Ganesh Nag^r 
Markandcya CVilony; ■ 

GodavarLkhiini-505209. .. F^clitioner 

AND 

The Geacrai Manner, 

M/s. Singarefti CollicTies 
CcHnpariy Limited, 

Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamorn -504231. Kespo ndent 

APPEARANCES 
For the PetiLtoner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/%. P.A.V V.S. Saniraj jnd Vij^ya 
Laxmi Panguluri, Adv<,K:ue!^ 

AWARD 

The Govemmcnl of India, Ministry of Labour b> ils 
order No. [^22012/316/2005-1 R{GM-I]> dated 9^ 10-201 fb re¬ 
ferred the following dispute between the management of 
SirvgarenjCnfUeric^i Company Limited and their ^vorkman 
under Secliori t<HI Kd)ofthe I D. Act, 1947 for adjudica¬ 
tion to thii^ tribunal. The reference is. 

SCHEDULE 

'^Whether the action of the management of M/s. 
Singareni Collieries Company Urn lied in terminal in^ 
the services of Sri Narcish Kun^ar Kori w.c.f. 
10- ] 0-2002 is legal and j usti fled? If not, to what re I icf 
the workman is entitled?" 

2. The case is called out several times after repeated 
Lntetvais. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present- Petitioner has not ^ubmiticd his 
claim statement although several oppnnuniLies lias been 
given to him. lie is absent today also. No applicalion for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, ir :^ppL■a^l^ thru the 
Petitioner is not interested lo pursue this ease. 


IP.-Mit [] S-e. :iCi)l 

3. Accordinj;rly, this L.^se bemg elided nim! ibis (’ourt 
is of the view that ihe Petitioner deserves no relief in respcci 
of the mailer in referu nee M en l c. TN11.' ward is pi is^ed. 

D ictated to Sm i. fui ri i f 1 ow r i, rers< sria) Ass isi an t. 
transcribed by her, coirs: tied ;3iid pro non need hv me on 
thi^ the ISthdayol' ■■\iicu.ii. 

V|;E> L^K.-\K.\SII OAUK. PH-sidiiiM[UliLer 
Append i X of cviJcitcc 

Witnesses examined ]bi- t.Vi in esses exjinined Sor 

Petitioner Respondent 

NIL Nil 

iitvcuiiiciils rn ai kfil fiir the l*eliliuncr 

Nil. 

Dttflimvilt> marked h» iheReMiiunlem 

Ml 

fr[^5>77. 

OT, 2741, 4|^Jl!i|f-. feK 

(1^47 ^ 14) mn 17 

TTf, jfn- 

^ =jilr/lfTT ^ 

w:^ -a^rdtf^ iTT^.vir-: ^ 

71.^2m6) 4 :^jn^ 

^ W?! ^ I 

nri. T^-fi 

Now Delhi, ihe dtli Septemben 20011 
S.O, 2741. Ill ptii siLutue ol Section 17 ihe 
Industrial Disputes A cl. MM 7 04 of 1947), ihe CcnLiLi! 
Government hereby poblhlk-.H ihoauurdlRcf No. 7l.2U0f>> 
nfthc Central Governmeiu IrKWrial Tribuna]-cLim-l.ab<Mjr 
Court, 1 lyderabad as sIkusm in ihe Aiu^L-yure. in the [miusinal 
dispute between the employ er^^ m retail on io the unuiiigejTient 
of H's. Smgaicni Col I icries C o [ .id.. ai id tficir woriiiiieii, w fi ic is 
was rccc i ved by iho i \'0 li::i I G oven irneoL on 4-4 -20t)l< . 

IN n I .-12i) 1 2:-2i)y2m^ [ R ((.' M -I I) ] 
A.I.W KI.:VI..M^CpAL'K. Iksk Ollleer 

ANNEXiJKK 

BEFORE THF Ci.M UAL CGOVERNMENT INIHiS- 
TRI AT ;r RIBL'N AL.-CU M -1A ItOt J R €X >UK1 Al 
IlVDEKAlUn 

PRESENT : Sliri Vt d VwaU jsh Tiaur. Prtjiuiing Officer 

Dalcd (ho I Sih &d\ of Au^usi, 20(18. 

InduE^trial DLspuk No. L l>. 71 
ISriYkEEN 

The General Sccreiar>. 

(Sri Bandari Satyan^r:i\ ari:0 
Singareni Col i i er i es I ■ i n ph^ ee^; t' ounc i L 
11 .N 0.18-3-90/J. Gai le^h N iig j[- 
Markaudeya C!oIlUi> . 

Godavnrikhani- 5 G5 200. ... Tc i it i oi ler 
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AND 

The Geneifll Manager, 

Mys, Stngareni Collieries 
Company limiied, 

Mandatnam Division, 

Man(lamam-50423i. .. Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent ; M/s.P*A,V,V.S, Sorma and V ijay a 
LaxmJ PargulLiri, Advocates 

award 

The Govomment oflndie, Ministry of l^ebour by its 
oWlerNo. L-22012/20Q006-(R(CM-ll) dated 23-10-2006 n;- 
ferred the following dispute between the irianagemeni of 
Singpreni Collieries Company Liuiited and their worl^maTi 
under Section l{)(l)Cd)ofthe i.D. Act, 1947 for adjudica¬ 
tion to this Tribunal, Tbe reference is, 

schedule 

“Whether the action the management of M/s. 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in lerminating 
the services of Sri Kunsoth Shanks w.e.f 15-12-1998 
is legpl Hid just] Hed? Ifnactowhatreliefthe workman 
is entitled?” 

2. The case is called out several limes aftier repealed 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondeni's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given la him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjouimnent has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3, Accordingly, this case is being closed and this Court 
is of view thallhelN^iDner deserves no relief in respect of 
the matter in reference. Hence, NIL'Award is passed. 

DicUHedtoSmt,?, Pheni Gown, Personal Assistanl, 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the tSth day of August, 2008, 

VEDPRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 

AnoeiidHi ofevidawe 

Witnesses examined for W imesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondeni 

NIL NIL 

Docuroente marked for the Petitioner 
NIL' 

PocuMenta marked ftir the Resnondcfit 
NIL 

^ 4 2008 

m. 3tT. 2742.—srWriFT, 1947 
(1947 W 14) ^ lira 17 ^ 
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T7?T, Rt, T’]a. ^ wtifR 

3(JNirfh4i Tfw '^i'. 

7(Iu' 2()06) "sn ’sir -i ^ - 

^ w ^341 m 1 

[^, 22012/31172(105 OJTl^STR (-111 ] 

3rafq ^tiR ^^frftfcTrrfT 

New Delhi, Ihe 4th Stplemhcr. 

S.O, 1742-—In pui'^u^ijncc of Seuiion 17 i\( 
Induslrial Disputes Act, 1W (M oi' 1^4?^ the Ctrmiisl 
Gflvcmmenl hereby publisher the JWfiriJ tRd'. No. 711 
2006 > of the Central Go vemiTient Indusiriiil InbuiijI-LuiLV 
Labour Courh Hyderabad as shown in ihe Aiine\uic. iii 
the Industrial dlspun; between ihc nianaicmem ol M. ^- 
Singartmi CoULerici Co. Ltd-, iind their work men, viliieli 
was received bv the Central Governnii:ni on 4-'^C0nK 

{No. I--2201 2/} 11 /:!005-1 Ki C M-ll) 1 
AJAYKUMARGACK.liivsk GJiker 

annkxlri: 

BEFORli; TH£ CEJ^rn^ALGOVfttNMKNl 
TmALTRIBDNALCUM-LABOUR CdUKT AT 
iivm:RAeAD 

PRESENT: Shri Ved Prakaj^h Gaur, Prrsidinp OfficiT 
Dated Uie day of JOUK 

indv^trial DispmeNo^ 1. D.7tl/20»h 

betwkf.n 

The General Swjcrtrtary^ 

(Sri Bandari Satyanarayana} 

Singareni Collierica Ljnployccs Council. 

H.No I »r3-90/3, Ganesh Nafiar 
Markandeya Colony, 

CodafvarikJuini-505309, ..^l^iiiioner 

AND 

The Geiieral Manager, 

M/s, Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited. 

Mandamairi Division, 

MandaitiarTi-S0423 ) RespniHleni 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : NIL 

Fot the Rjespondent : M/s. P.A. V.V-S Sarma and Viiaya 
Laxmi Panjpuluri, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Minisiry ol l-abuurby its 
order No. L-22013/3 ] ^ .^2005-1 R{ C M-| 1> dated 9-10-3006 in¬ 
ferred the following dispute between the tnanagement of 
the SioganenL Collieries Company JJmiied and their work¬ 
man under Section 10(1 Kd} ofihe I D. Act, 1947 for adjudi¬ 
cation to ihk Tribunal The reference is. 




St I infill: 

fiL-ijirr :!K- .Kluin (fn: iti.iri,r;.niu i'i nr \] 

Sill:'.ill 4.: II l 4>l Iji'i k"-(’<i]i i^n,;[i\ [ I kjih\i III k i:: ■i.mi 

rile ■-L.'l ^ ILL''. -Ill Nil rvh ifl|-|Lr^| ( jLiu-il] J h | i j- 'i'i'.'Z LS 

;iiif !:ivrit)i'Ll ■ If Jk?L ro rolii'l miv MMiiiHi 
I \ 1111 k^. ^ I .■■ 

: ! Ik- L Ll L- L il I Ih .I h^l]( L'I .jI [ illLL-^ 

llrlL;|L,il \i::^L i|i;H:iUh: I nr I' l" 1 1 1 1 ' ^ 11 L'r iv e-f ill \ 
iefuik;,i^i.u.\i- |Me..'iii ri i.’kHKr !l■■^^ .■.:!■-lii' .1 !ks 

L ki 111. - 1 . i[ ■ "I ■ .4 M r! ’ i I : .. I ■ ■ i I -v' \ e I : s I ^HI ^’ ■ ■ : ■ i i \ 11 ■ - ! 11 

i'l^LTlk' :iril lie I ■^!l■■■L■■|: i'J:kn -ipfsi :<■.:! I IF: \ 0\- 

iiiiiiAinirn- Tir ii h ■4 4 m nk i .-.lh_Il i| .ini'L-.ii-. :i: iml 

]k(J!k'n^l !■ Ii4i| Iii!vli-.r^:1 !i-:pili^LK' kl 1!^ 

■ .■^111iri1i111'i\ :\■^\n, ^kl■^e is l^eirii! -.\\.[ i[si> 

( ^niJ-1 1^ ^ l!-..i( Tlk’ l^lihoiiL'i’ Mi - leik'l Mi 

re.Hp^:e! L'l Jlk.- m.iiU'r ui i-.-vrL'iKe. 1 re-ive.'hiJ. ■v.^.Ll^L is 

J >K 1. 1 1:i in Iril I' rh.jji I (, r j. J\■ I >n j! .\i.iji l 

llimsLl i! =Lsl h\ Ik'I. L-1UT L-L'Iv 11 ^lllll prorUkiliL riu' miL 

if IIS ilk' l^lli iJ:iv ^^l . 

^ MJfcN^AkASfl K. fVLNkli!:- rjiiK^j- 

11 ncV i: 1 3 1 i IK' 1 1 i L Fif W' |( ru' Sse ^ 4 ' \ii I; I i I k ■ J r I: r 

pLHi1i^htk■l ftesp'UuJL lU 

Mr Ki[ 

jUMTi311 UMi\ for tFi k-i' 

N»i 

lijjiji rML;nk ni^fii^l f^ir [\\ir 
Mf. 

n; k;:'''ii. 4 :iKi>: 

-^nTi^tTlr^: pm? 

( 10J7 'R i-r.^ -I.! -71^ l Y iJr IT^, 

?ft. ui iT^. 

iTT-J-J It I'r' ->^■nr^ Arr^rr 

iTT7]:t’r=r' r^rlw-i: rvr _ 

Zl 1"H -f-ii -|’ TTr-^.P -M O-i -j ^iji i;< 

T^.'l w-. I 

i H. i--- .Vii:.' II ) I 

■=iy-j T.^rT ifTk. Mkk^.TTt 

Nc^' hLllii '.'.tr liJi SL'pU'JiiriL'i', 

S.U- ^^-4A. [ll pnrsjkiptv Sl'liii^m 1 ■ ^;| ilie 

iiuVsui.il I :-;-ipiiiL-> All 01 ilu-t.\i:(iHil 

(k>\'LTiirFk iN fK'i i'l’i^ piiri li-^liL'-^ [lie nih^nird i k^i. 
otTfie Tl'IH! jKii^vL'nisuL^ni IikIii>[i Ljl rribiui.il cLjjTi-! .il?t>ijr 
t'or^n. I r_\ LlL'j.ih.kl Lis \\\ ihc Ai^Jk’surL:. 111 ikc 

lrid(is[i'iLSl dKpmL' kL'[iLM^k'ii liiu rTiiii>;3jieitU’rn o[ Mk. 

SinjinkiL'iii r oHiL'riik C<i. I L^f . jrui ^vi>i'kiUL'ij. r^^fiieli 

Wiis lTl' l"s l ClI I’s 11 k" (' ht I. l I (i I ^ vl’ m n I CiK lj k I) J - ^ 1 1<) ^ 

{y^\i-rsni 

.■\.IAV M 'MAli {;aI R. \KA s nrici:!- 


A^^KXLKt: 

mK)KK ntl t i:vi RALGOVF.ItNMENr 
J^LIS^^^IA^ TRIUI 'NM-f 1. M^LAttOl'k COURT AT 
\rM>VR.\H\\y 

l*rL^cnt; Shri VArti t-aur, Prusidini^C^niccr 

Dated i!ie 1 Krfi Jay or'/^ugLiit. 200N 
[jidu^tti ijl ni>iplllt IVo. 

I htf General SetJLirLr\. 

(Sri hundan Sm\iiiiiii jv Lin;]) 

S irigar4:ni Co! I kt l-'i n p k >> ecs C ounc i I, 

I'l.No. I Ko-^^I'3h C fllilm s)' \aL]i]|- 

MiirkiiryJeyiiCtsUmv 

(jtidavarikhiiiii . .Petitioner 

AND 

l liel jenLTjl Mariii^er. 

M/5. CotlkTlL-'’ 

CLimpniny l.irnilcd, 

V1 Lin^lainarri [) iv i si uj i. .. kespon- 

dein. 

MandaniEuri 5(t4Z.^! 

AMT:AkA\tT:H 
l-'Lir tlic J^utilionev ■ Nil. 

I'-iJi the Kesponde in : M N. ie A. V. V. S. Sarma and V i jaya 
I aMnI Pan^uluri. AdvLTcates 
AVVAUD 

Itie Oo^t’rndK Ni Ministry oJ Lafjour hy iis 

Order Nt>. i.^2 20 ] 2:^{y^^. ji ^ f U (t' Md ] 1 Jjicd 10-200^ rc- 
1 erred ihc ilisfiLiie henvecn the iiiLina]>ernent of 

ilie S ingjreni Cul I ierir’s t oinpEiii v E. kniltd and their work- 
man under Section 10{ I J( d )o \'[he ].D. Act, 1947 for adjudi- 
catiijii to [firs 1'ribunjl I fte ref'ertnee is, 

St MKniij: 

■ 'Whether the aL' [ ioi 1 d le n lanEiyemcnf nf MA. S ingiaren i 
Col licrics Cltfii \\\.t k I. Di 11 led i n renn i nalin^ ific st!rv ices 
ofSri K-Srinivan.^^ e I !! 1 ^ 0 -2001 is lu^^^landjuMiticd? 
If not, tu ^vIilh reliL'l rhe workm^in isenlillcd?” 

2 The case is l oIL lI seVijrnJ 1 imes a Her repealed 
miervath. Noul- Lippe^ired h'r Petitiorjcr. Kespoitdent's 
representative present Peiiinmer hai not .submiltod his 
tlctiin 'otatcmcTti ^Jtlnkiyk scmtjiI opportunifies hua been 
fc^iven to hiiD. He is Lihsein indjiy alsu. No application tor 
aLijouminent has been rik-d. As such, it appears tliai I he 
Ocnttoner is not inten-suvl 10 pursue this case. 

3. Accordingiv. ihi-’ L-ase fs being closed ahd Ihis 
CiJLiTt is ol ihe vieiv' itniL the Peril inner deserves no rvlief in 
respect of [he matlei in ri^h'icnciv Hence. 'Nil.' Aveard is 
passed. 

J^iciated to SjiiI, P. Pfiiiui ^ iowri, PerMjnal Assislant 
I ran scribed by her, cor[r:Lk'd ant! proiioiLiiccd by me on 
\ day ?my,. 

V i ■■ ];) 1' \ K .A S ] [ GA [ .1 k. Pn.-sid in;; 0 flleer 
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Appendix tifevidence 

Wnncswja examined l»r Witnesses examined for 

Ptftiiioner Respondent 

SiL Nil. 

[jn e^n icnls marked for |)ic petitioner 

S\V 

U[>eu in [^ nts m arke d for t he R^spon d eni 
NIL 

4 1U0« 

W. OT, 2744-- 1^47 

(1^47 T?n u) ^ >irTr 17 ^ ^ 

Tfr. at. T^. ^ fWni^ "5^ 

^ ^ fW? T? 

5fT^UTl^^ ^ ^ 

6K/2ufift) ^ mm ^ 04-9-2008 

^ . VI I 

{n ’^-22OI2^3l4/2d05'^3f»TT,(7fM-l[)] 

3l'*14 ^MUl 3(rfVTT^ 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 

S-O- 2744, -In pnmante of Section 17 of ihe 
Industrial Disputes AeL 1947(14 of 19471, ihe Central 
OovLTnment hereby pubiishe^i the awgrd [Ref. No. 68/200fi) 
of the Ccniral Clovemment Indu^triariTibunal-tum-Lahotir 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexurt, in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of M.V 
Sin|idrtni Collieries Co. Ltd., and their workmen^ which 
was received by the Central Oovernment on 04-9-200^ 

INo. L-220] 2.^3 l4/2005dK(CM 11)1 
AJAY KUMAR OAUR. Desk Omcer 

annexurf 

before the central government [NDUS- 
TklALTRIHUNALCIJM'^LABOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Pre^nt [ Shri Ved Prakash Giiur, Pruifllntc Officer 
Dated the t Sth dny of Aut$u&t, 2008 
Industrial Dispute No- 
BETWEEN 

The fjcncral Secretary^ 

(Sri Randarl Satyanarayana) 

Singareni Collierici Employees Ccmncil, 

H No. 18-3-9iV3, Ganesh Nagar 
Markandcya Colony, 

Godavarikhant- 505209 


AND 

The General Manager^ 

M/s. Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited. 

Mandamarri Divisfon^ 

Mandamarri - 5042 31 .. R cspondcnl 

APPEARANCES 
Lor the Pctilioner : N!L 

Lnr The Respondent : M/s. P.A,V,V.S. Sanmaaitd Vijaya 
L.axmi E^angulark Advocates 

AWARD 

The Covernmernorindia, Ministry of [Jibourby its 
Oder No L-22012/314^W5 lR(CM4i}daicd9-l0^20U6re^ 
ferred the following dispute bt^tween the management of 
the Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their work- 
mait under Section 10( 1 )(d) of (he I.D. Act, 1947 for udjudi' 
cation to this Tribunal. The refencnco is. 

saiF[)i;LE 

‘Whether the action the marLagcmcnL of M/a 
Singareni Collicrie;^ Company Limited in icrminaiing 
the services of Sri 3eesaboina Ramulu w.c.L 22-1- 
2002 L£ legal and jusiifiod? If not, to whal relief the 
workman is eniill^dT' 

2- 'Ibe cose is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for P^uttoiter. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
Claim statement although several ppportuniiics has bwn 
ijiven 10 him. He i^ absent today also. No application for 
odjoummeni has been Rled^ As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner ts not interested uj pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this case is beingck>^ and this Coun 
Is ofthc view Lhai the PetlTioiKr deserves no relief in respect 
of the matter in reference. Hence, 'NIL' Award is passed. 

Dictated to Smt P Phani Oowru Personal Assistant 
traniicribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the I Sth day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, PicsMiog Officer 
A ppendix of 

Wimes^e^ examined for Witnesses oxamin^^for 

Petitioner Respondent 

NIL Nit- 

Documents n^sjked far the ft^i^oner 
Nil, 

g fi^uments marked for the Respondent 
Nn. 
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^ n PtI^- -iiT^irf^ q 

^ q-^R r^'^M ^■. 
&7/2<>0fi) ^ ifrrfi ^ TTT^ ^ ^J- -NHJV 

^ 7r<T I 

[^\ TJ^-::20 12.m[7/2005-^.^ W)] 

^ITR Tfr^. J,f p^ 

New Dei hi, [he4Lh Seplemt>tT, 2(K)^i 

^.O. 2745H - <r pur^^iti^nce oT i7 l 4'?he 

Indu^tnj^l [>isp<ues AcL 1047(14 of 1947). tiie CfiUml 
Govemivicjit hei obypubli^ilicfiiFie nwmlCRef. Ni.i.^)7-2ai i{j | 
of ti^e CeniniJ Govemri icn^ I n Jusi n a]' I l i buo^ l-eu] ri ’ 1 Hmm [r 
Court Hyderobjid ,is ^:boviti in ihe Anr^e^urc, fm iho 
indus(rta[ dispolc bt:iwteii (be iTiiina^CJiliriiL wi 
IVL^s. Si])t;arerti L tdker k-i Co. [.lJ., orid their waj kjri:;[i. w [liL'-i 
was retei ved by die CenrTnl Govcniiinenr oti 0-i-9-2Qt>^^. 

IN 0. L- Z 2012/3 [ 7.-2 W3-JR( C M-11) [ 
AJAVKCMAR GACR. G]riL\T 

annrxlk^: 

HRFOKR 11 iK CKM RA[. C(JVF.RN\li:fVT 
i\mrsTRui.TRi«i:N A* ^:ujvi-i^ii<>r fk coi j irr 
mvi*fr.vbaj> 

PRFSFNT : Shri VeU Prshavh Cant, Ofhctr 

lliilcdlke ] Sth day oC Aij^osc, 20(FB 
Indu.slriijt |>j!ihf»Li1e No. I, D. 

BfriAvrtN 

I'he C jcn eraJ Stei eia ly, I 'ti itiooer 

(Sri Band tin Salyajiii rawing) 

S i n^anod i Coi I i lti l'L inp 11 ees CN >Lioe i I, 

H No. 1 R-j-0(h.j_ G?jiiesh Na^r 
Mjrkandeva Co lorn. 

Godavariklurii .:(J.^Z09 

AN[J 

1 h e G u noral Manjy.i;r, ..Re spoi nl u i y 

M/iS. S i ureji (Coll k.- r ie.-y 
C^>iiipany ] jriiiiL-d. 

M-dndflmani Divisiod. 

Mjiidaniiui E ■ ::'042 ) F 


under SccEion I (>( I ){i\) oKthe E.J > .Aei. 1 '^47 t^i v adiiidieti[rod 
tothisTribunaE. The tvferL-iKv: lv 

H Mnii IF 

'■WlielElut Ok' L'L.■:■J^1:l L>r ilk. iiuinaoenuun 

M-=>. ^>(tijiareni C<u .i:.!ie> < onipun> l.miMeii m 

I ettn id al in « rh^,- :>ei t. i l. e ^ ^ 4' Sc i t k idd I li Fki-n 1 1 lU ii w . u . f. 
1 f-7-2001 :iivi |!J-nki'ieiL'.' Ir not. to ^■'hat reld:i' 

rhe w'oiknian eniuled.'" 

2. TheCilie iseailei.! n'.j; -.-.■VLTai iiiin.'> Liller lep^LUed 
iiicervali>. None appearLkl !■:■■■: iCnikjoer Ke^poiideiLiC 
^cpfe^ed^a^lve present l'i:ti!i'>'M !i. i. nei MihnilLLe^E lii^ 
elyid) sraionncnt altJiouy.h --e^M^sl npi^nLiirnCi.-^ luk Ikvm 
^ ivon to hiin. Me is db-wai inuj,.i\ .lUe. Ne .Lrif4ii;:iiion lbi 
adiournrnenl hji been IIK'i.l. fu. .MiLh. k appu.iis tb.ii [lie 
Pet 11 loner is noi illl^.■re'^te^i piii>.Lji' llli^ vui^l- 

3. Accordingly, ini-^ c.jsL- :-s heiiie el^^nd anil th-v 
Coij[-t isofthe view tluit th:. f^iiLiuiiL'rdi.k: rvi.'s norehel iii 
respect of the (luiiEcr id ivlereniL- I k-nL-i;. ’NIL' Award \< 
pus^ied. 

nie(a[ed <0 Smt P EdL.ioM mwMi. ICT’.onafc .Asmskhu 
(MInscribed by her, coM\''.'!i.\j iouJ pronoijn(.ed Iw Jiie on 
Ehistht IKth day of Aih-U^t. ''iiu.S. 

V!:D JdlAt ■■ SM G ACK l■|■L.■'^idiNL■■l.mke■■ 
Appe j^^hy .v.f e>..((lriiyy 

W' i [d e\a mi ne ti J L: A i u le-. s :.■ -. e : i in 1 1 leiJ W nr 

F^etitioner Ives-poiulcnl 

ML Ml 

hofiimr.ni<sti nirhtd I<>i (he PcriuniiLT 

Ml 

j>nc(j mentfi ntJti hc d Ebr tli o Ktstunnknl 

^ il 

! ■ L.- l.o 

2746. i ■ '■-■! ■:^-.: '[.d^n "G 

fH"4rV> i>! - y-i(jO>f CYf -'" ■ ■■■ ■"'L ■■■■■’. 'pj 4^ Vkf Mr ^lr 

■JllMTfl 'aTT^ ^ V --T ^;i. -J^:-:;r 

^ TT 

!'[.■: ■ 1 :ir- iC JliilT ■ ■■ TT^-Tirq 1) J 
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